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THE SUPPOSED DEGENERACY OF THE 
AMERICAN BENCH. 





The address of Mr. Taft before the 
Conference on the Reform of Criminal Law 
and Procedure, delivered on May 13th, 
IQII, was very plain-spoken in regard to 
the ineffectiveness of the criminal courts of 
this country, as compared with those in 
England, and the supposed cause thereof. 

As to the latter, he said: “I believe it to 
exist in the character, experience and learn- 
ing of the judges, in the power which they 
maintain and exercise in the course of the 
trial for the saving of time and the sim- 
plification of the issues and in the respect 
and obedience given to their intimations 
from the bench as to the proper behavior 
of counsel in the conduct of the case.” 

Mr. Taft proceeded then to point out 
that appointment to the English bench was 
deemed a true elevation and that it was 
accorded only to trained lawyers enjoying 
honorable prestige at the bar, upon whom 
it was no experiment, at the risk of justice, 
to confer discretion in controlling pro- 
cedure and assuming active direction in 
trials. 


Further pursuing his thought, he com- 
pared a charge to the jury, clarifying the 
issues, after argument by counsel, with 
written instructions upon abstruse ques- 
tions of law, with the jury to apply them, 
in the best way undisciplined minds may. 

Then the President argues that there 
result both ‘‘a substantial change in the 
code of professional ethics governing coun- 
sel and in the extremes to which counsel in 
the defense of their clients seem to think 
it is entirely proper for them to go,” and 





the making of a judge a sort of moderator, 
exercising little or no influence in the con- 
troversy going on around him, 

‘We may scarcely look anywhere for a 
more severe criticism of our judges and our 
courts than what is thus advanced by one 
once a distinguished judge and now the 
President of our great republic, 


If, however, there is such inferiority 
in-our judges as is stated, and there is no 
attractiveness by way of honor or emolu- 
ment in the office of judge as to lead us to 
indulge the hope that this inferiority will 
be departed from, do not our judges pos- 
sess as much power as they should possess? 

If a system cannot call to its aid as much 
ability as its proper administration de- 
mands, to that degree it seems to require 
limitation in the discretion of its officers, 
until nothing but perfunctory, machine-like 
services are performed in its behalf. 


Naturally then the public, which has 
shorn the judicial office of its dignity and 
power and beholds a judge the least im- 
portant of all the participants in the de- 
termination of a judicial controversy, sees 
little reason why he may not be “recalled,” 
just as if he were in truth and in fact a 
mere ministerial officer. 


It is a somewhat sad plight we are in. 
It is exceedingly difficult to secure respect 
for a judicial administration that must re- 
main in incompetent hands, we care not 
upon what theory it is proposed to conduct 
it. If large discretion is given to inferior 
men occupying responsible place, they will, 
either corruptly or ignorantly, abuse the 
power they possess. If little discretion is 
given them and little compensation, no su- 
perior men will wish to serve, and perhaps 
it does not matter so very much that they 
will not serve. If no one can be a judge © 


‘like those in England, it matters little 


whether such as we have are able or ig- 
norant. 

But is a system, that can be so indifferent 
to competency, entitled to be called a ju- 
dicial system? Or can it meet the require- 
ments of a civilized, busy, progressive age? 
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If we had no appellate tribunals to inter- 
pose in the correction of injustice, courts 
of original jurisdiction in the hands of ill- 
trained judges would come very closely to 
producing anarchy in this country. And 
we all know that there are many, many 
things that appellate courts neither can 
correct nor attempt to correct. 

The evils do not spring so much from 
what the fettered judge does as from the 
fact, if he were a competent judge, that he 
is fettered. , 

Misbehavior in court, resort to clap-trap, 
and confusing issues to the sacrifice of truth 
and clearness, make a struggle between ad- 
versaries in a trial, which possibly might 
be worse, if an incompetent judge could put 
in his oar at his own untrained will. But, 
at best, the highest commendation that 
could be expressed, as to hotly contested 
trials between forceful adversaries, would 
be their variety in local coloring under the 
masterful conduct of opponents. 

To call these, however, processes for the 
ascertainment of truth, under the guidance 
of accepted principles, applied ‘according to 
the science of jurisprudence, or the dictates 
of common experience, would involve some- 
what an exercise of the fancy. 

What have the disjecta membra of a so- 
called charge by the court to do with the 
result that comes out of the struggle be- 
tween opposing forces? The jury, in the 
first place, will have about forgotten the 
points of abstract law the judge has enun- 
ciated in the case. All they think of is that 
the court has directed them to find for 
one side or the other, and they proceed to 
do this as their general sense of justice or 
as some petty consideration or prejudice 
may direct. 

In the next place, they feel, that they 
are without any aid from a disinterested 
source and one competent to sift the wheat 
from the chaff, the false from the true, and 
make the real issue dependent on the evi- 
dence adducéd stand out for decision. 

One, however, can be surprised at no 
degradation put upon judges by any people, 





who are afraid to vest in them a large dis- 
cretion, when the President of the nation 
says, in effect, that we seem content to 
have inferior men for judges. It is cer- 
tain, however, that the supply of such 
material will prove unfailing. 








NOTES OF IMPORTANT DECISIONS 





MASTER AND SERVANT—THE TESTS 
WHICH SHOW OR DISPROVE THE RELA- 
TION OF FELLOW SERVANT.—In Linquist 
v. Hodges, 94 N. E. 94, decided by the Supreme 
Court of Illinois gives two rules for determin- 
ing whether or not servants of the same mas- 
ter are fellow servants. 

The court says: “In order to constitute ser- 
vants of the same master fellow servants, it 
is necessary that they should be directly co- 
operating with each other in a particular busi- 
ness in the same line of employment, or that 
their duties be such as to bring them into 
habitual association so that they may exercise 
a mutual influence upon each other promo- 
tive of proper caution.” 

It was conceded, or rather the case, supra, 
was said to have been tried upon the theory, 
that carpenters and bricklayers on the same 
building could not be brought under the for- 
mer of the above tests and the court says: “It 
would seem clear as a matter of law that they 
could not.” 

In considering the second rule as sought to 
be applied in the case before the court it was 


said: “That branch of the rule requires, first, 


that the duties of the servants be such as to 
bring them into habitual association; and, 
secondly, they must ke brought into such re- 
lation towards each other that they may exer- 
cise a mutual influence upon each other pro- 
motive of proper caution for the safety of each 
other. While it seems clear in this case that 
the bricklayers and carpenters, as a class, 
were quite closely associated with each other 
in one branch of this work, viz.: that of set- 
ting the rods of the floor girders in the outer 
walls and in placing in position the window 
frames, and to that extent it might be said 
they were habitually associated together, we 
are unable to see how it can be said, as a mat- 
ter of law, that it appears beyond doubt or 
dispute that the relation between those two 
classes of workmen was so intimate that they 
must have had an opportunity to exercise a 
mutual influence upon each other promotive 
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of proper caution. They were under different 
foremen; they belonged: to different trades; 
were performing a different class of work, and 
had no direct control over each other, and we 
think it cannot be held as a matter of law, 
that either of said classes of workmen by rea- 
son of their association with the- other class, 
as shown by the evidence, would necessarily 
have an influence upon the other which would 
cause the one class voluntarily to perform 
their work in such a manner as would neces- 
sarily be promotive of that proper caution 
which would afford protection to the other 
class while they performed the work in which 
they were engaged.” 


We have made this considerable extract from 
the opinion of the court to prove, as appears 
to us it does prove, upon how unstable a foun- 
dation the claim of relation of fellow. ser- 
vant may rest, and also to show how the com- 
mon law rule as to that relation must bend 
to modern conditions. 


As a matter of fact the exercise by one ser- 
vant over another of an influence promotive 
of caution is largely hazy. Indeed, the ser- 
vant that attends most diligently to his own 
duties is greatly oblivious of conduct on the 
part of others, and, if he is not thus diligent, 
he cannot inspire by example. Work of every 
kind is not only intensely specialized and 
classification of work greatly multiplied from 
what it formerly was, but expertness along 
these variant, but associated, lines is narrow- 
ed as it has become intensified. Accordingly 
general knowledge recedes as particular skill 
is demanded. 


But the reasoning of the court seems to 
show that the question of the existence or not 
of a responsible association among servants of 
the same master ought in about every case to 
be submitted to the jury as a question of fact. 
Almost any one would start out with the idea, 
that no influence would have the tendency to 
restrain any servant with a careless disposi- 
tion—especially since among a large number 
of workmen in different trades he would 
searcely come into actual contact with perhaps 
more than one in a hundred. 


Indeed the recognition of such a test would 
practically discriminate against servants as- 
sociated in smaller enterprises, because, it 
is against common experience to believe that 
in large enterprises one set of workmen have 
any appreciable influence over another. The 
necessity of the making and observance of 
strict rules to prevent complications in exten- 
sive work correspondingly negatives individu- 
al influence. 





THE UNITED STATES AS A DEFEN- 
DANT. 





The common law maxim that ‘The .King 
Can Do No Wrong” was one of wide ap- 
plication and of many apparent exceptions ; 
but there was one phase of it which was 
inexorable. No suit or action might. be 
maintained against the sovereign. If the 
subject were wronged in his property rights 
by actions sanctioned by the Crown, under 
circumstances not affording an action 
against the agents or officers of the Crown, 
he must perforce draw upon his loyalty and 
subscribe to the pious doctrine that the 
Xing can do no wrong. 


In his personal capacity, indeed, the King 
was and is above the law and beyond the 
law; he cannot be compelled or even per- 
mitted to testify, as illustrated in the recent 
case of Rex v. Mvlius. If anvone had 


reason to complain of cie King ! e met the 
full force of the doctrine, the legal basis 
of whch is explained by Chitty with charm- 


ing lucidity : 

“The law will, in any such case, presume 
that the subject cannot have sustained any 
personal injury from the Crown, because 
it feels itself incapable oi “urnishing any 
adequate remedy—and want of right and 
want of remedy are the same thing in the 
law.” 

The Petition of Right, and the expedient 
of proceeding against the agent of the 
Crown for the recovery of property still 
in his hands relieved to some extent the 
rigor of the doctrine; but the common law 
afforded no direct means by which the sov- 
ereignty could be brought into court and 
made to justify its acts before the law. 

This disability has, in the United States, 
heen remedied by statute. Theoretically, 
however, we have escaped only in part 
from the notion that the King can do no 
wrong. The United States can, indeed, be 
sued; can be made defendant in various 
actions; but it can be brought into court 
only in respect to matters concerning which 
it has expressly given its consent to be 
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sued; and the statutes granting that con- 
sent to be sued are by the courts construed 
strictly because in derogation of sover- 
eignty. 

The citizen who feels himself aggrieved 
by any action for which the United States 
is responsible may, of course, appeal to 
Congress for redress; and literally thou- 
sands of bills are introduced at each ses- 
sion to pay private claims of this character. 
But there is little guaranty of justice in 
this procedure. Even after an overworked 
committee on claims has passed favorably 
upon such a bill it is more than likely that 
it will fail of passage unless powerful 
friends are sufficiently interested to smooth 
the way for it in advance and steer it safe- 
ly among the dangerous rocks and shoals 
of legislation. Probably the great major- 
ity of claims presented to Congress in this 
manner are without merit; but many of 
them are just demands; and it is an un- 
fortunate fact that the commanding influ- 
ence which spells success is wielded at 
least as often in behalf of the claims that 
are without foundation. Many an honest 
claimant has died with a bitter sense of 
the injustice of his country. 


It was to remedy in part this situation 
and to remove from Congress a portion of 
the burden of deciding the complicated 
questions of fact and law which often 
arose, that it was finally decided to estab- 
lish a court where the United States should 
be a defendant on a par with the humblest 
citizen, and where right and law, not po- 
litieal influence, should be the arbiter. By 
the Act of February 24, 1855, Congress 
established at Washington the Court of 
Claims, which has since come to be the 
great tribunal where the nation and the 
citizen meet and battle on equal terms. 


Before considering more fully the juris- 
diction and functions of the court of claims, 
a word should be said in regard to other 
tribunals where the United States some- 
times appears, nominally at least, as a de- 
fendant. One of these is the recently- 


(1) 10 Stat. L. 612. 





created Court of Customs Appeals. Un- 
der the tariff law all controverted ques- 
tions of interpretations of the statute, of 
classification, and of duties imposed, go to 
the Board of General Appraisers in the 
city of New York. Before this board the 
importer and the United States are repre- 
sented by counsel. If the decision of the 
board is not satisfactory, either party may 
appeal to the court of customs appeals, 
which has all the functions possessed by 
an appellate court of special jurisdiction. 
If the claimant be successful in his con- 
tention the excess of duty, which has been 
collected when first assessed, must be re- 
funded to the importer by the United 
States. The court of customs appeals is 
a court of last resort; on all questions with- 
in its jurisdiction its decision is final. It 
has two advantages over the old system 
of appeal from the Board of General Ap- 
praisers to the circuit court. In the first 
place, the court of customs appeals, having 
no other cases on its docket, the hearing of 
an appealed customs case is greatly expe- 
dited; and in the second place, the de- 
fense and prosecution of appeals on behalf 
of the United States, being in the hands of 
special representatives familiar with this 
class of cases, are more skillfully conduct- 
ed than when, as under the former prac- 
tice, they were entrusted to the various 
district attorneys of the United States 
more or less unfamiliar with the customs 
laws and already burdened with other 
work. Of the 154 cases on the calendar 
for February, 1911, the United States was 
a defendant in IIo cases. 

Another recently created court in which 
the United States is frequently to be a 
nominal defendant is the court of com- 
merce, established by the Act of June 25, 
1910. This court has the jurisdiction here- 
tofore possessed by the circuit and district 
courts of the United States over matters 
arising out of the rulings of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission and over charges 
of illegal discrimination by common car- 
riers; and it is provided that such cases 
as would formerly have been brought 
against the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
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sion are now to be brought against the. 


United States. 

The circuit courts and the district courts 
of the United States (the district court 
alone after January 1, 1912) have concur- 
rent jurisdiction under the Act of 1887 
over certain classes of claims against the 
United States, not exceeding $10,000 in 
amount; but it is a jurisdiction seldom re- 
sorted to, the great majority of such cases 
being heard in the court of claims. 

The Spanish Treaty Claims Commission 
was a temporary commission, with many 
of the powers of a court, appointed to con- 
sider claims against the United States 
growing out of the treaty with Spain in 
1898. This commission, which may be 
taken as typical of many others of its kind, 
was first established for the term of two 
years and afterward extended by executive 
order under the statute. It concluded its 
work and passed out of existence on May 
2, 1910. Nearly all of the claims brought 
before it were decided adversely to the 
claimants, and much complaint was heard 
concerning its alleged bias in favor of the 
government. 


Similar commissions have from time to 
time been appointed for similar services, :a 
notable instance being the creation of the 
Southern Claims Cominission for the con- 
sideration of claims for property destroyed 
by the army during the Civil War. They 
are not, strictly speaking, courts, although 
often organized in the form of a court and 
having most of its functions. In most in- 
stances their awards are in the nature of a 
distribution of a limited fund among con- 
testing claimants, or they are merely ad- 
visory and require an appropriation by con- 
gress to carry them into effect. 

Jurisdiction over such claims has even 
been conferred upon established federal 
courts, as in the case of the claims for 
damages to Spanish subjects, growing out 
of the invasion of Florida by portions of 
the American army, as provided by the 
treaty of 1819. Jurisdiction was given to 
the territorial court, and afterward to the 
United States district court to consider 





and pass upon such claims; but as the act 
did not provide for a judgment against 
the United States, the supreme court held 
that the power was not judicial, but mere- 
ly advisory; and refused to consider an 
appeal.” 


The court of claims, as established by 
statute in 1855, was the first judicial body 
to which authority was given to consider 
general claims against the United States. 
Its jurisdiction included all claims against 
the United States, founded upon any law 
of congress, or upon any regulation of an 
executive department, or upon any con- 
tract, express or implied, with the govern- 
ment of the United States. 

There was still, however, a reluctance to 
submit the sovereignty to the full conse- 
quences of a suit at law; and although the 
act provided that the judgments against 
the United States should be final and should 
be paid out of general appropriations, it 
contained a further provision in the four- 
teenth section that no claim should be paid 
until. an appropriation therefor was esti- 
mated for by the secretary of the treasury. 
This made the final payment of judgments 
subject to the action of a Cabinet officer, 
and for this reason the supreme court re- 
fused to entertain an appeal from the 
court of claims, although the right of ap- 
peal was expressly conferred by the stat- 
ute by which the court was established.* 
The opinion in this case was written by 
Chief Justice Taney. It was mislaid and 
finally published after his death.*. It is 
interesting, as being the last opinion pre- 
pared by him. 


Gordon v. U. S. was decided on March 
9, 1865, and in the following year congress 
repealed the objectionable Section 14, and 
the supreme court thereupon promulgated 
rules governing appeals from the court of 
claims, as provided in the original statute. 
The first case heard on appeal was De 
Groot v. U. S.,5 wherein the decision of 


(2) U.S. v. Ferreira, 13 How. 52. 
(3) Gordon vy. U. S., 2 Wall. 061. 
(4) 117 U. S. 697. 

(5) 5 Wall. 419. 
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the court of claims was sustained. It is 
interesting to note that reversals of this 
court by the supreme court are of com 
paratively rare occurrence. The special 
knowledge of the law governing such cases, 
which is acquired by the judges of the 
court of claims, seemingly enables them to 
decide correctly most of the questions sub- 
mitted to them. 


Since the passage of the Act of 1866, the 
United States and the claimant meet in 
the court of claims on an equal footing, 
and the judgments of the court are paid 
without question. This applies to all cases 
in which the court is authorized to render 
a final judgment, although under certain 
special statutes that court is still called 
upon to make findings of fact and conclu- 
sions of law which are merely advisory 
to congress and to departments. In such 
cases the allowance of the claim remains a 
matter of grace with congress and pay- 
ment does not always follow a favorable 
finding by the court. 


The general jurisdiction of the court 
has since been further defined by the Act 
of March 3, 1887, commonly cited in the 
court of claims as the Tucker Act. That 
statute provides that the court shall have 
jurisdiction over all claims founded upon 
the Constitution of the United States, or 
any act of congress (except for pensions), 
or any regulation of an executive depart- 
ment; also claims founded upon any con- 
tract, express or implied, with the govern- 
ment of the United States, and any claims 
for damages, liquidated or unliquidated, in 
cases not sounding in tort. 


So far the court had jurisdiction only of 
claims against the United States. There 
are, however, three classes of cases in 
which other parties are defendants in that 
court. The first of these classes embraces 
all set-offs and counter-claims which may 
be brought by the United States against a 
claimant who has invoked the jurisdiction 
of the cgurt. This provision was in the 
Act of 1863, and remains applicable to all 
cases under the general jurisdiction; and 





it is generally inserted in other statutes 
conferring special jurisdictions upon the 
court. 

The second class of cases includes cer- 
tain claims against the District of Colum- 
bia. 

The third class is one in which other 
defendants are impleaded with the United 
States, the government standing in the re- 
lation of a guarantor.’ The history of 
these cases is not without interest. As 
long ago as 1796,° when Indian tribes on 
the frontier were treated inde- 
pendent nations by the young republic, con- 
gress enacted that if any Indian or In- 
dians belonging to a tribe in amity with 
the United States committed any depreda- 
tions upon the property of a citizen or in- 
habitant of the United States the injured 
party should report his grievance to the 
Indian agent or superintendent, who then 
made application to the authorities of the 
tribe for redress. The statute provided 
that the party making complaint must not 
have been a trespasser upon Indian lands 
and that he must not seek private satisfac- 
tion or revenge. Then follows this signifi- 
cant language: 


with as 


“And, in the meantime, in respect to the 
property so taken, stolen or destroyed, the 
United States guarantee to the party in- 
jured an eventual indemnification.” 


This provision was carried forward into 
the Acts of 1799. 1802,° and 1834.° and 
was repealed, as to future liability on the 
part of the United States, by the Act of 
1859,"° and the Joint Resolution of June 
25, 1860." 


Thousands of claims accumulated under 
these statutes. They were examined and 
re-examined by the Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs and recommended for pay- 
ment in large numbers; but no action was 


taken by congress. The word “eventual” 
(6) 1 Stat. 472. 

(7) 1 Stat. 747. 

(8) 2 Stat. 143. 

(9) 4 Stat. 731. 

(10) 11 Stat. 401. 

(11) 12 Stat. 120. 


— 





he 





Vol. 72 


CENTRAL LAW JOURNAL. 459 








must have been regarded as a saving clause 
by successive congresses; the spirit of the 
promise was broken to generations of claim- 
ants, but the letter of the promise was 
finally redeemed when congress passed the 
Act of March 3, 1891, referring all such 
claims to the court of claims, with power 
to render judgment against the tribe to 
which the depredating Indians belonged, 
and against the United States. There was 
no limit in the statute to the age of the 
claims which might be presented, although 
it was provided that no claim which ac- 
crued prior to July 1, 1865, should be con- 
sidered by the court, unless the claim had 
been previously presented and some evi- 
dence preserved. 

In practice nearly all of the millions of 
dollars in judgments under this act have 
been paid out of the treasury of the United 
States ; and since the death of the claimants 
and their heirs and the loss of evidence 
made it difficult to establish claims which 
accrued prior to 1860, there was presented 
the-anomaly of the United States escaping 
liability for most of the claims which it 
solemnly guaranteed, and paying many 
similar claims which originated between 
1860 and 1891, after the guaranty had been 
expressly repealed. 

There are, as has been stated, several 
classes of claims considered by the court 
in which it is not given power to render a 
final judgment. Such are the Bowman 
Act cases, for property of loyal citizens 
taken for the use of federal troops during 
the Civil War; French Spoliation Cases 
(still pending in this year of grace 1911) 
for injuries to shipping during the difficul- 
ties between the United States and France 
in 1799; the so-called Congressional Cases, 
including the war claims mentioned above, 
referred to the court by either house, or 
by committees of congress for a finding on 
the facts; and the Departmental Cases, 
similarly referred by the heads of adminis- 
trative departments. The Congressional 
Cases arise under the Bowman Act and 
the Tucker Act, providing that either house 
of congress may refer to the court any 





pending bill, except for pensions, which 
provides for the payment of a claim against 
the United States, legal or equitable, or 
for a grant, gift or bounty to any person. 

Special jurisdiction is conferred on the 
court from time to time by act of congress 
when it is desirable to refer individual 
claims or a class of ciaims. It is a con- 
venient method of unloading troublesome 
questions, and one that congress frequent- 
ly adopts. The extent of the power of the 
court in such cases is, of course, dependent 
upon the terms of the statute of reference ; 
but it is coming to be the more general 
custom to give the court power to render 
a final judgment under such special refer- 
ence, in analogy with the practice in its or- 
dinary jurisdiction. 


An individual, a corporation, public or 
private, or a state may sue in the court of, 
claims. An alien has the same privilege as 
a citizen if he is a subject of a foreign gov- 
ernment which permits citizens of the 
United States to prosecute claims against 
such government in its own courts. There 
is an instance where a deposed ruler of a 
foreign country, Queen Liiliuokalani, of 
Hawaii, sued to recover $450,000.00, the 
alleged value of crown lands, of which she 
had been dispossessed. 


The procedure in the court is simple. 
Suits are commenced by -petition, and the 
pleadings thereafter may follow the ordi- 
nary common-law system, but no technicali- 
ties not going to the jurisdiction are al- 
lowed to stand in the way of a decision on 
the merits of the case. The court will al- 
low great liberality of amendment in fur- 
therance of justice. The common-law 
rules of evidence govern. Testimony is, 
as a rule, taken by deposition, and present- 
ed to the court in printed form, but the 
court has power to compel the personal 
attendance of witnesses, and sometimes ex- 
ercises it. Its jurisdiction extends over the 
whole United States, continental and in- 
sular, and it may issue process and punish 
for contempt. All questions of fact and 
law are tried by the court. 
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The general period of limitation is six 
years. If the claimant practices, or at- 
tempts to practice, fraud, the claim is for- 
feited to the United States. 


New trials are granted by the court on 
the same grounds and under the same con- 
ditions as in an ordinary court of law. 
There is, however, one striking exception 
to this rule. By Section 1088, R. S., it is 
provided that the court may, at any time 
within two -years, grant a motion for a 
new trial made on behalf of the United 
States, where it is shown that fraud, wrong. 
or injustice has been done to the United 
States in the rendition of the judgment. 
It has been held that this provision refers 
only to matters of fact; and that a motion 
made within two years is in time, although 
the court may not pass upon it until after 
that period has elapsed. In practice the 
motion is seldom resorted to, because ordi- 
narily the judgments are paid as soon as 
the time for taking an appeal has passed; 
but sometimes it becomes of great import- 
ance.!* A peculiarity of this procedure is 
that a new trial may be granted by the 
court of claims even after the judgment 
has been affirmed by the supreme court. 


Appeals to the supreme court are pro- 
vided in the cases embraced in the general 
jurisdiction, in Indian depredation cases, 
and in most of the special jurisdictions 
where power is given to render a final 
judgment. No appeal lies, except from 
the final judgment of the court. The claim- 
ant may appeal any case where the amount 
involved is $3,000. The right of the gov- 
ernment to appeal is not limited by the 
amount involved. The latter provision en- 
ables the government, when a class of cases 
arises comprising hundreds of small claims, 
to obtain the opinion of the supreme court 
before submitting to a liability which in 
the aggregate would be large. 

The record on appeal consists of the 
pleadings, findings of fact and conclusions 
of law by the court and the judgment of 


(12) Sanderson v. U. S., 210 U. S. 168. 





the court. The evidence is not sent up and 
the supreme court considers only questions 
of law. 


The magnitude and importance of the 
work of the court of claims is not generally 
realized. Although the claimants are scat- 
tered from Maine to California, the prac- 
titioners, because it is a specialized prac- 
tice, are largely from the bar of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; the consequence being 
that the court of claims is not well known 
except in Washington. The court consists 
of a chief justice and four associate judges, 
appointed for life. It is an able and hard- 
working court, sitting continuously from 
October to June, and it has, without doubt, 
a greater variety of questions of law to 
consider than any other court in the United 
States, excepting the supreme court. Its 
judges must know all kinds of law. They 
must pass upon questions involving the 
civil law of the Louisiana Purchase; the 
land laws and the laws concerning do- 
mestic relations and inheritance in Spain 
and Mexico; international law; the law of 
admiralty ; the common law; the laws gov- 
erning succession and inheritance and mari- 
tal rights in each of the states of the Union: 
the laws and customs of the Indian tribes; 
some of the provisions of the Code Napo- 
leon, and many others. In Queen Liliuo- 
kalani’s case, referred to above, the court 
was called upon to construe the laws of 
the Kingdom of Hawaii governing the 
ownership and inheritance of the crown 
lands of the Kamehamehas. 


The Judiciary Act of March 3, 1o11, 
which abolishes the circuit courts of the 
United States, and revises and codifies the 
laws relating to the judiciary, makes no 
important change in the statutes relating 
to the court of claims. It does not include 
in the revision all of the special jurisdic- 
tions of the court, some of them being 
temporary in their nature; these are still 
retained, the statutes creating them not 
having been repealed by the Judiciary Act. 

Lincotn B. SmirtH. 

Chicago, Ills. 
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CARRIER—SPECIAL DAMAGES FOR DELAY. 





VIRGINIA-CAROLINA PEANUT CO. v. AT- 
LANTIC COAST LINE R. R. 





Supreme Court of North Carolina, May 3, 1911, 





71 S. E. 71. 





Where a carrier contracted with an agent 
of an undisclosed principal for the transporta- 
tion of machinery, without being informed of 
any special circumstance requiring prompt de- 
livery. but was subsequently notified thereof, 
and negligently delayed the transportation, it 
was liable for special damages so arising after 
it had a reasonable opportunity to avoid fur- 
ther delay after such notice, and the undis- 
closed principal suing for the negligent delay 
could prove the special circumstances of which 
the carrier received notice. 


The action was to recover damages for neg- 
ligent delay on the part of defendant company 
in conveying a lot of machinery shipped over 
defendant’s road. On the trial it appeared: 
That plaintiff was a corporation, doing a gen- 
eral business in manufacturing and cleaning 
of peanuts, at Williamston, N. C., and that in 
the latter part of August, 1907, Eli Gurganus, 
acting for said company, but without having 
informed the company of this fact, so far as 
the evidence shows, ordered from the Appomat- 
tox Iron Works at Petersburg, Va., a carload 
of machinery for equipment of plaintiff’s mill 
at Williamston, N. C., and had same shipped 
over defendant’s road, taking a bill of lading 
therefor in his own name. That the machinery, 
consisting of peanut shellers, drums, shakers, 
and shafting, etc., and described in detail, in 
the testimony, was mostly of a heavy order, 
weighing something like 8,000 pounds, and 
was shipped in an open car. That the distance 
between the two points by rail was about 140 
miles, the time about two or three days, and 
there was negligent delay in the carriage, the 
machinery having been shipped August 29th, 
and not arriving at Williamston until Septem- 
ber 16th. It appeared, further, that the Ap- 
pomattox Iron Works were manufacturers of 
machinery for this purpose at Petersburg, Va. 
That the defendant road extends through east- 
ern North Carolina and Virginia, and large 
quantities of peanuts are annually shipped 
from this place, Williamston, over defendant’s 
road; that from the time the machinery should 
have arrived plaintiff had a house rented in 
which to place it for the purpose of manufac- 
turing and a lot of hands, two of them experts, 
awaiting to install and operate the same, and 
these hands were drawing wages and neces- 
sarily kept idle for the time of the delay, and 
that the capital invested in the machinery 





was about $2,000. On the question of ngtice, 
plaintiff offered the following evidence by the 
witness Gurganus: “On the ist day of Sep- 
tember, 1907, I went to the agent of the Coast 
Line at Williamston, aud notified him of the 
carload of peanut machinery being shipped 
from Petersburg, Va., and told him that the 
company had men hired to install this ma- 
chinery, and told him that the men were on 
the ground ready for work, and that the pea- 
nut company would hold the Coast Line for 
damage for all delay. I continued to go to the 
agent each day till the 19th, when machinery 
came and repeated the same thing.” On ob- 
jection by defendant, this evidence was exclud- 
ed and plaintiff excepted. Plaintiff then offer- 
ed the following evidence by J. G. Staton, pres- 
ident of plaintiff company: “On the ist of 
September, 1907, I went to the agent of the 
defendant company at Williamston, N. C., and 
notified him that this car load of machinery 
had been shipped, told him that plaintiff com- 
pany had men hired to install this machinery, 
and that company would hold defendant liable 
for any further delay. I told him that the 
men were on the ground ready for work, and 
that the plant was idle. I went to see agent 
every day from the first to the 15th of Septem- 
ber about it, and repeated the same thing to 
him. I helped agent wire for machinery on 
the 15th of September, and we located it- in 
Wilmington, N. C.” This was likewise exclud- 
ed, and plaintiff excepted. The court charg- 
ed the jury that “in no event could they, on 
the evidence, allow any more than nominal 
damages.” Plaintiff excepted. Verdict award- 
ing nominal damages. Judgment, and plain- 
tiff excepted and appealed. 

HOKE, J. (after stating the facts as above): 
In Harper v. Express Co., 148 N. C. 87-90, 62 
S. E. 145, 146, 128 Am. St. Rep. 588, the court 
in speaking to the question of damages recov- 
erable by reason of wrongful delay in ship- 
ment of goods said: “Where the goods ship- 
ped have a market value, and there is nothing 
to indicate the specific purpose for which they 
were ordered, these damages are usually the 
difference in the market value of the goods 
at the time for delivery and that when they 
were in fact delivered. We have so held in 
the case of Davidson Development Co. v. Rail- 
road, 147 N. C. 503, 61 S. E. 381; and Lee v. 
Railroad, 136 N. G. 533, 48 S. E. 809, is to 
the same effect. When, however, the goods 
are ordered for a special purpose or for pres- 
ent use in a given way, and these facts are 
known to the carrier, he is responsible for the 
damages fairly attributable to the delay and in 
reference to the purpose or the use indicated. 
And it is not necessary always that those facts 
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should be mentioned in the negotiations, or in 
express terms made a part of the contract, 
but when they are known to the carrier under 
such circumstances, or they are of such a 
character that the parties may be fairly sup- 
posed to have them in contemplation in mak- 
ing the contract, such special facts become 
relevant in determining the question of dam- 
ages”—citing Moore on Carriers, p. 425, and 
Hutchinson on Carriers, § 1367. The modifica- 
tion of the general rule suggested in this ex- 
cerpt is not infrequently called for in ship- 
ments of machinery, and under several de- 
cisions of our court on this subject it may be 
that the facts now in evidence require that 
the question of substantial compensatory dam- 
ages arising by reason of notice or knowledge 
of special circumstances had at the time of 
shipment should be submitted to the jury. 
Lumber Co. v. Railroad, 151 N. C. 23, 65 S. E. 
460; Sharpe v. Railroad, 130 N. C. 613, 41 S. 
E. 799; Rocky Mount Mills v. Railroad, 119 
N. C. 693, 25 iS. EB. 854, 56 Am. St. Rep. 682. 
Without final determination of this matter, 
however, we are of opinion that there was er- 
ror in excluding the testimony offered by 
plaintiff to show definite notice of special cir- 
cumstances given after shipment made. True, 
the bill of lading was issued to the witness 
Gurganus, but it is also true that he had no 
personal interest in the goods or their ship- 
ment, but was acting at the time for the plain- 
tiff company, “which had purchased the ma- 
chinery, paid for it, received it upon arrival at 
Williamston, and there paid the freight 
charges thereon, and installed same in its 
plant.” From these facts we see no reason 
why the plaintiff company, as _ undisclosed 
principal, did not acquire and hold the gener- 
al business rights and interests arising from 
the contract and under the general principles 
obtaining in case of such a relationship. Nich- 
olson v. Dover, 145 N. C. 20, 58 S. E. 444, 13 
L. R. A. (N. S.) 167; Barham & Owens v. Bell, 
112 N. C. 131, 16 S. E. 903; Clark & Skyles 
on Agency, p. 1155; Tiffany on Agency, pp. 
304, 305. In case of Barham v. Bell, supra, it 
was held: “Where a contract, not under seal, 
is made with an agent in his own name for 
an undisclosed principal, either the agent or 
principal may sue upon it; the defendant, in 
the latter case, being entitled to be placed in 
the same position at the time of the disclosure 
of the real principal as if the agent had been 
the real contracting party.” And in more 
general terms in Clark & Skyle, supra, it is 
said: “It is held, therefore, that where a per- 
son enters into a simple contract other than a 
negotiable instfument in his own name, but, 
in fact, as agent for an undisclosed principal, 








the principal may come in and sue the third 
party on the contract, and this is true, not 
only where the agent disclosed the existence, 
but not the name of the principal, but also 
where he does not even disclose the existence 
of the principal.” A principle undoubtedly cor- 
rect, where, as in this case, neither the per- 
sonality of the agent nor the claims of the 
third part against him personally require con- 
sideration. This then being the position of 
the parties, if the nominal consignee and the 
president of the plaintiff company gave the 
notice embodied in the proposed evidence, and 
there was negligent delay on the part of the 
defendant after being afforded full and rea- 
sonable opportunity to correct the wrong, such 
negligence would constitute a tort, giving the 
plaintiif right to recover damages on facts as 
they then appeared. This is one principal dif- 
ference in the elements of damages obtaining 
in breach of contract and consequential dam- 
ages arising from a tort. In the one case 
damages are recovered as a rule on relevant 
facts in the reasonable contemplation of the 
parties at the time the contract is made, and 
in the other, on the facts existent or as they 
reasonably appeared to the parties at the time 
of the tort committed. The obligation of dili- 
gence imposed by the law on common carriers 
is continuous during the entire course of the 
carriage, and a negligent failure to perform 
such duty, causing special damage to a passen- 
ger or shipper of freight, is a tort arising 
whenever the same occurs. We must not be 
understood as holding that this consequential 
damage to arise by reason of special circum- 
stances would commence at the very instant 
the notice was given to some local agent of 
the company. The notice, as indicated, must 
be such as to afford fair and reasonable op- 
portunity to avoid further delay under condi- 
tions as they existed when the notice was re- 
ceived, and damages arising thereafter might 
then be properly estimated under the circum- 
stances which the notice discloses. There is 
suggestion from authoritative sources that in 
these continuous contracts of cariiage notice 
of special circumstances given during the 
course of performance would be relevant as 
affecting the question of the amount of dam- 
ages, even when the action could only be con- 
sidered as one for a breach of centract. This 
was made by Bramwell Baron in tlie case of 
Gee v. Railway (Exch.) 6 H. & N. 211, and 
referred to in Wood’s Mayne on Damages, p. 
35. This suggestion was applied by a Texas 
court in the case of Railway v. Gilbert, and 
was at first affirmed on appeal, but was af- 
terwards rejected; the Court of Civil Appeals 
holding on a rehearing that notice given, after 
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contract, of shipment made, should not be al- 
lowed to affect the question. Railway v. Gil- 
bert, 4 Tex. Civ. App. 366, 22 S. W. 760, 23 S. 
W. 320. In a subsequent case, however, and 
on a different state of facts, the Supreme Court 
of Texas seems to have modified this ruling. 
Bourland v. Railroad, 99 Tex. 407, 90 S. W. 
483, 3 L. R. A. (N. S.) 1111, 122 Am. St. Rep. 
647. The digest of this case as it appears in 
122 Am. St. Rep. 647, is in part as follows: 
“The rule that damages of a special or excep- 
tional kind for delay in the shipment of goods 
cannot be recovered in the absence of notice 
to the carrier at the time of making the con- 
tract of carriage of the particular conditions 
under which the damages are likely to arise 
as the result of the delay is not unbending 
nor applicable to every case.” The question 
is not free from difficulty, nor is it necessary 
to determine it on the present appeal, for nu- 
merous and well-considered decisions in this 
jurisdiction are to the effect that for breach 
of duty in reference to a contract of carriage 
on the part of common carrier doing business 
under a corporate franchise one having a right 
by. contract to enforce performance may re- 
cover damages for a tort, and have the relief 
administered and his rights determined as in 
that class of actions. Williams v. Railroad, 
144 N. C. 498-505, 57 S. EB. 216, 12 L. R. A. (N. 
S.) 191; Purcell v. Railroad, 108 N. C. 414, 12 
S. E. 954, 956, 12 L. R. A. 113; Bowers v. Rail- 
road, 107 N. C. 721, 12 S. E. 452. In Purcell’s 
Case and on this question it was held: (1) 
It is the duty of a common carrier to provide 
sufficient means of transportation for all 
freight and passengers which its business nat- 
urally brings to it, and an unusual occasion by 
which a greater demand upon it is temporarily 
made will not relieve it of the obligation iff 
by the use of reasonable foresight, it could 
have been provided for. (2) A person who has 
sustained injuries by reason of the failure of 
a railroad company to provide proper means 
of transportation or operate its trains as re- 
quired by the statute (the Code, § 1963) may 
bring an action on contract or in tort, indé- 
pendent of the statute.” 

And in Bowers’ Case, supra, the ruling was 
as follows: “(1) A complaint alleging that the 
defendant, a common carrier, failed to safely 
carry certain articles of freight according to 
contract, and ‘so negligently and carelessly 
conducted in regard to the same that it was 


greatly damaged,’ states facts sufficient to con-— 


stitute a tort.” And in Williams’ Case, supra, 
Associate Justice Walker, for the court, said: 
“It is established, therefore, by the authori- 
ties, that when the carrier has wrongfully set 
the passenger down short of or beyond his 





destination, or has failed to stop for him, and 
has thereby imposed upon him the necessity 
of reaching his destination by other means, the 
carrier must respond in damages for the 
wrong, whether the action be brought for the 
breach of the contract or for the tort, and the 
rule applies in this case if the plaintiffs pre 
sented themselves at the proper place and 
gave the required signal at such time as en- 
abled the engineer to stop the train for them 
at the station’—citing 3 Hutchinson on Car- 
riers (3d Ed.) § 1429. There is nothing in the 
record which confines the plaintiff to recov- 
ery for a breach of contract. On the contrary, 
the entire facts are set out by the pleader, in- 
cluding specific statement of the special dam- 
ages claimed. And in various sections of the 
complaint the delay is alleged to have been 
caused by the carelessness and negligence of 
the defendant company and its agents. In such 
ease the plaintiff, if the facts justify it, may 
recover on the theory of tort or contract. 
Speaking to this question, in Williams’ Case, 
supra, it is further said: ‘All forms of action 
are abolished, and we have now but one form 
for the enforcement of private rights and the 
redress of private wrongs which is denominat- 
ed a civil action, and the court gives relief 
according to the facts alleged and establish- 
ed.” In the case of Hansley v. Railroad, 117 
N. C. 570, 23 S. E. 443, 32 L. R. A. 543, 53 
Am. St. Rep. 600, a case much relied upon by 
the defendant, the court chiefly considered 
and passed upon the right of a passenger, on 
a breach of contract of carriage by a common 
carrier, to punitive or exemplary damages, and 
the question involved in this appeal was not 
directly presented. While the reasoning of 
the principal opinion in Hansley’s Case is 
favorable to defendant’s position, the decision 
of the court, reaffirming, as it did, Purcell’s 
Case, supra, which was an action in tort for 
like cause, is in support of our present ruling. 
The plaintiff then had a right to sue in tort, 
and, if his cause of action is established, re- 
cover damages under circumstances existent 
at the time the same was committed, and the 
evidence offered, tending as it did to show 
conditions affecting the measure of his recov- 
ery, should have been received. There is noth- 
ing here said which is intended to militate 
against the ruling of this court in Helms v. 
Telegraph Company, 143 N. C. 386, 55 S. E. 
831, 8 L. R. A. (N. S.) 249, 118 Am. St. Rep. 
811, and other cases to the same effect, “that 
a party who is not mentioned in a telegraph 
message or whose interest therein is not com- 
municated to the company cannot recover 
substantial damages for mental anguish.” In 
Helms’ Case the contract had been finally 
broken, and the same was no longer in the 
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course of performance, and the question at is- 
sue being the amount of damages for “mental 
anguish,” the personality of the party and his 
relationship to the subject of the message was 
of the substance, and must be made to appear. 
But the principle does not necessarily obtain 
when redress is sought for breach of a busi- 
ness contract, in which, as stated, the person- 
ality of the nominal parties in no way affects 
the matter. In such case, as heretofore said, 
the rights of the parties may be shown and 
dealt with under the ordinary doctrine that 
an undisclosed principal may avail himself of 
rights acquired by the contract of his agent. 

For the error in rejecting the evidence of- 
fered, the plaintiff is entitled to a new trial, 
and it is so ordered. 

New trial. 


Note.—Notice to Carrier Subsequent to Ship- 
ment as Authorizing Special Damages for Further 
PDelay.—In the principal case three opinions were 
rendered and four of the five judges appear to 
have participated in the decision, though it does 
not appear by any statement, in terms, that the 
Chief Justice did not participate. If he did, 
then the principle announced by the. syllabus 
would seem concurred in by three of the five, 
while the other two dissent from it, though con- 
curring in reversal for other reasons. 


The basis of the principle, however, is not that 
there is any change of liability in and by the 
subsequent notice to the carrier of the special 
circumstances, but because an action in tort lay, 
for a tort done by a common carrier doing busi- 
ness under a corporate franchise—a holding 
seemingly somewhat populistic. The judge con- 
curring in this view, whose opinion we do not 
reproduce, elaborates this idea more fully, but 
his view is perhaps to be taken with some grain 
of allowance because he seems not greatly en- 
amored of the rule announced in Hadley v. 
Baxendale and doubts, if the question were res 
integra, whether the “ruling would be sustained 
to-day.” 


The opposing opinion thinks that: “If such 
(subsequent) notice is sufficient to charge the 
defendant with liability for special damages, then 
the great case of Hadley v. Baxendale has power 
only to vex unsuspecting parties who regard its 
principles as established and enforceable in our 
courts.” 

In 69 Cent. L. J. 308, we submitted a note to 
Lumber Co. v. Railroad, supra, in which we took 
the view, that the principle in Hadley v. Baxen- 
dale had been carried to its extremest limit in 
favor of the shipper, and we see that in that 
case the two judges who dissented there also 
dissent in the principal case. That case, how- 
ever, was only thought by us to be extreme in 
that the rule of notice at the time of shipment 
did not cover it, and there was no question there 
about subsequent notice. 

The principal opinion, however, does not seem 
to us to correctly represent the Bourland case, 
because that case expressly, states that it does 
not depart from Railroad v. Belcher, 89 Tex. 
428, 35 S. W. 6, where it was held that notice 
of facts making special damages recoverable 





should be given at the time of the making of 
the contract of carriage. 

Thus the court in the Bourland case approved 
the Belcher case in rejecting claim of effect from 
subsequent notice because this “would have been 
to impose an additional liability resulting from 
the contract itself. * * * In none of such cases 
were the facts like those in the present case, in 
which the contract to carry to Washita had been 
fully performed and the property was at the 
point of destination and could have been de- 
livered when the notice was given. All that re- 
mained to be done was to make delivery, and 
this it was then in the power of the carrier to 
do at once. It had no right to demand extra 
compensation for a transportation already per- 
formed for making delivery; nor had it the 
right to refuse or delay delivery because of the 
conditions of which it then received notice.” Of 
course, if the railroad made a new demand with- 
out right in the face of consequences of which 
it had notice at the time of the new demand, it 
ought to stand for the injury that it knew would 
ensue. The Bourland case is authority directly 
against the contention by the writer of the 
opinion. 

In the Gee case there was a dictum by Baron 
Bramwell, and in Sedgwick on Damages, 158, it 
is said: “The majority of the court took a dif- 
ferent view,” because Hadley v. Baxendale settled 
the rule the other way. Thus the cases cited by 
the opinion do not support the claim that “the 
question is not free from difficulty,” if authority 
on that side is relied on to show that condition 
of the question. 

In Rogan v. Wabash Ry. Co., 51 Mo. App. 665, 
there was a claim of special damages upon sub- 
sequent notice and it was ruled that they were 
not recoverable because: “There was no evidence 
that the defendant had any such notice at or prior 
to the date of shipment, nor until after the first 
telegram * * * had been received at St. Louis 
which telegram was dated on the fifth of Au- 
gust.” Then it is said the case comes under 
the rule in Hadley v. Baxendale. The instruc- 
tion for nominal damages was affirmed. 

In Railroad v. Johnson, 1160 Tenn. 624, 94 S. 
W. 600, it was said: “But it is insisted that what- 
ever may be the defect as to notice at the time 
of delivery, yet the railroad authorities were 
notified distinctly at Memphis, while the search 
was being made for this lost outfit, that these 
parties did have a time contract for the boring 
of a well in Arkansas, and that this material 
was essential to the doing of the work and that 
the delay in its delivery would likely result in 
the cancellation of the contract and the heavy 
damage for which they now seek a recovery. 
We think the law otherwise. Notice to the car- 
rier, after the goods have been shipped, of cir- 
cumstances which render special damages a prob- 
able consequence of delay, does not affect the 
original contract so as to render the carrier liable 
for such damages, although the subsequent delay 
is unreasonable. 

In Crutcher v. Choctaw, &c. R. Co. (Ark.), 85 
S. W. 770, 35 Am. & Eng. R. R. Cas. (N. 5.), 
661, the same holding was made and the court 
cites Hooks Smelting Co. v. Planter’s Compress 
Co., 72 Ark. 275, 79 S. W. 1052, upon the gen- 
eral proposition: “That in order to make a party 
to the contract liable for special damages he 
must have notice of the special circumstances at 
and before the making of the contract.” 
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In Bradley v. Railroad, 94 Wis. 44, 68 N. W. 
410, the general rule expressed in Smelting Co. 
case, supra, was applied in a carrier case where 
there was unreasonable delay after the subse- 
quent notice. The court said unless there should 
be some exception to prevent the rule from 
applying to special circumstances, it should 
apply. At the time the subsequent notice was 
given the goods had not reached destination and 
they did not arrive for ten days, though five 
days would have been sufficient if diligence had 
been exercised. These circumstances were held 
not to constitute an exception. 

It sounds somewhat plausible to say, that as the 
carrier would have been bound to take the goods 
when offered for carriage and would not have 
been permitted to charge any more if he had 
been notified that special damage would ensue 
frem delay, and yet would be bound for special 
damage for delay, that the same result should 
ensue if notice were given at any time before 
delivery. Nevertheless the courts have applied 
the Hadley-Baxendale case quite universally to 
common carriers as well as other cases. The 
principal case would have been better rested, for 
plausibility at least, on some theory like that, 
than on the fact that it was a tort for unreason- 
able further delay to ensue. If the action sounded 
in tort in case of notice at the time of shipment, 
the damages would be measured the same as if 
suit were for breach of contract, and it ought 
not to be allowed by subsequent notice to take 
away its connection with the contract. You 
cannot destroy the relation one thing bears to 
another by a form of action. That relation is 
something inherent. .. 








BOOK REVIEWS. 


MOTOR VEHICLES. 

Mr. Charles J. Babbitt of the Massachusetts 
Bar, author of “Index-Digest of Massachusetts 
Motor Vehicle Law,” has produced a volume un- 
der the extended title of “The Law Applied to 
Motor Vehicles.” It purports to contain “a col- 
lection of all the Reported Cases Decided dur- 
ing the first ten years of the Use of Motor Ve- 
hicles upon the Public Thoroughfares.” 

As an indication of the present and prospec- 
tive extent of motor vehicle cases in decision 
there is some significance in the fact that an 
“index-digest” of the law in such cases in a 
single state has already appeared. Soon in 
importance we may see this branch treading on 
the heels of such subjects as Railroads while 
that of Navigation by water may be receding 
as transportation through the air looms into 
view. 

We think, that while Mr. Babbitt’s work may 
not be an advance courier in this field, it yet 
is the predecessor of many to follow after it, 
and that he very wisely seeks to present the 
principles in jurisprudence which may or should 
control cases arising out of this development in 
locomotion and transportation. 

How different is a highway or a street from 
what it was two generations ago! And how dif- 
ferent then from a few generations before! 
What is a reasonable use of a highway to-day 
is different than ten years ago, even be- 





cause the horse has accepted as his coworker or 
rival, howsoever he regards the motor car, and he 
would be considered an unreasonable horse if 
to-day he “backed his ears” as to what before 
put a panic in his heels. 

It seems to us that when later text books on 
motor vehicles may be merely mosaics of syllabi 
in decided cases, Mr. Babbitt’s work should be 
referred to for the reasoning upon which they 
rest or depart from, and. certainly, as prece- 
dents accumulate there will be need for a guide 
through their mystic mazes. “Wise saws” may 
be in danger of getting lost as “modern in- 
stances” multiply. 

The volume is excellent in arrangement and 
typography, bound in law buckram and comes 
from the publishing house of John Byrne & Co., 


‘ Washington, D.C. 1911. 








BOOKS RECEIVED. 


POWELL ON ACTIONS FOR LAND. 


Judge Arthur Gray Powell, of the Georgia 
Court of Appeals, has just published a volume 
under the above title designed as a ‘Practical 
Treatise on the Law of Procedure Involved in 
the Preparation and Trial of Cases of Eject- 
ment and Other Actions at Law Respecting Ti- 
tles to Land.” 

The introductory chapter sets out the scope 
of the work, saying: “The book is written es- 
pecially for use in the State of Georgia, and 
the discussion in the main deals particularly 
with the law of this state, but as most of the 
leading principles are based on the common 
law, it is hoped that the work will be adaptable 
to the uses of the profession elsewhere.” 

The fictitious form of ejectment and the ad- 
vantage of sometimes employing it instead of 
the statutory method, and the reason for its re- 
tention, as optional, are spoken of, and we are 
advised that whenever “ejectment” is spoken of 
in the work such form of action is meant. 

The development of “ejectment” is “especial- 
ly unique’\ in Georgia, is interestingly told and 
the discussion is of value to other than Georgia 
lawyers. Generally, however, we find that the 
authorities cited are from Georgia, and the 
work’s special value is local. 

Judge Powell’s style is easy, natural and 
clear, and while in every way a law book for 
lawyers’ discussion it is not burdened too great- 
ly with technical phraseology. 

The volume has an appendix of forms both 
for djectment and where the code procedure is 
resorted to, is bound in law buckram, of excel- 
lent typography and comes from the press of 
The Harrison Company, Atlanta, Ga., 1911. 








HUMOR OF THE LAW. 





Lawyer—“‘Am I to understand that your wife 
left your bed and board?” 

Uncle Ephraim—“Not ’xactly, boss. She dun 
tuk mah bed an’ bo’d along with her.’—Puck. 
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1. Abatement and Revival—Plea to the Jur- 
isdiction.—A plea to the jurisdiction, filed at the 
first term after service, should not be stricken 
on motion.—Kirkland vy. Penuel & Alsup, Ga., 
70 S. E. 257. ; 

2. Prematurity of Action.—Prematurity 
of commencement of the action is a special de- 
fense, which must be timely filed in order that 
it may be of avail.—Levert v. Berthelot, La., 
54 So. 329. 


3. Action—Splitting Cause of Action.—Right 
to recover personal judgment for a debt se- 
cured by a lien on real estate and the right to 
have a foreclosure of the lien held severable. 
—Jordan v. Massey, Tex., 134 S. W. 804. 

4. Adverse Possession—Taking Successive 
Possessions.—The possession of a prior occu- 
pant of land may be passed by operation of 
law as that of an execution debtor to the pur- 
chaser of the land on execution sale.—Wilson 
v. Rogers, Ark., 134 S. W. 318. 


5. Appearance—Answer to Merits.—Where 
defendant did not appeal from an order refus- 
ing to quash an attachment, but answered ‘to 
the merits, it waived the question of jurisdic- 
tion.—Sheridan v. Frank Spangler Co., S. C., 70 
S. E. 302. 


6. <Attachment—Attorney’s Fees.—An owner 
can recover attorney’s fees expended in procur- 
ing release of a premature and ;wrongful at- 
tachment.—Wall v. Hardwood Mfg. Co., La., 54 
So. 300. 


i 


7. Attorney and CHent—Lien of Attorney.— 
An attorney, employed by the attorney of rec- 
ord, not as agent of the client, held not enti- 
tled to a lien under the statute for his fees.— 
Smith v. Wright, Mo., 134 S. W. 683. 

8. Bankruptey—Qomposition.—A composition 
of creditors duly carried out was not a bar to 
the recovery of a deficiency judgment on fore- 
closure by mortgagee, who was scheduled as a 
secured creditor, but did not prove his claim. 








—American Woolen Co. v. Cohen, 127 N. Y. Supp. 
787. 

9. Exemptions.—An exemption in bank- 
ruptcy under the Constitution of 1868 held sub- 
ject to a judgment founded on a debt contract- 
ed prior to the adoption of the Constitution.— 
Keener v. La Grange Mills, Ga., 70 S. E. 245. 

10. Filing of Petition.—The filing of a pe- 
tition in bankruptcy held not an injunction or 
attachment as against holders of prior liens or 
titles—In re Rathman, C. C. A., 183 Fed. 913. 

11. Preference.—Actual knowledge by a 
creditor of a bankrupt’s intent to prefer his 
claim held not necessary to invalidate the pref- 
erence.—Wilson v. Taylor, N. C., 70 S. E. 286. 

12. Receivers.—Receivers in bankruptcy 
are necessary, and should be appointed only 
when the preservation of the estate demands 
their intervention.—In re Desrochers, D. C., 183 
Fed. 991. 

13. Receivers.—An agreement between a 
bankrupt’s reeciver and certain of his attor- 
neys that all the fees of both should be divid- 
ed into three parts and shared equally between 
them held illegal, and ground for appointment 
of a new receiver.—In® re Oshwitz, D. C., 183 
Fed. 990. 


14. Banks and Banking—Collections.—A col- 
lecting bank to which a check is sent for col- 
lection from another bank under the custom 
of banks may accept the drawee bank’s check 
or draft, and is not negligent in failing to de- 
mand payment in money.—First Nat. Bank v. 
First Nat. Bank, Tex., 134 S. W. 831. 

15. Stockholders Liability—In a suit to 
charge a bank’s stockholders with its debts, a 
former judgment against the bank on the debt 
is not conclusive as to the amount thereof.— 
Assets Realization Co. v. Howard, 127 N. Y. 
Supp. 798. 

16. Usury.—To constitute payment of 
usurious interest by transfer of property, the 
parties must intend that the property be ac- 
cepted as a pavment.—First Nat. Bank v. Dav- 
is, Ga., 70 S. E. 246. 

By. Bastards—Recognizance.—Where accus- 
ed defaults his recognizance, he may again be 
taken into custody by capias or other process. 
—Kimes v. Showalter, W. Va., 70 S. EK 273. 


18. Benefit Societies—Construction of Bene- 
fit Certificate—A contract in a mutual benefit 
association certificate is like any other insur- 
ance policy, and its provisions should, there- 
fore, be construed most strongly against the 
insurer.—Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen 
& Enginemen v. Aday, Ark., 134 S. W. 928. 

19. Bills and Notes—Acknowledgment of 
Debt.—The admission of debt in a definite 
amount in a written instrument, implies a 
promise to pay such amount.—Smith v. Ice De- 
livery Co., Ga., 70 S. E. 195. 

20. Conditions.—A note may be delivered 
on a condition, observance of which is essential 
to its validity between the original parties.— 
Niblock v. Sprague, N. Y., 93 N. E. 1105. 

21. Indorsement.—By indorsing a note at 
its inception, defendant became an _ original 
promisor.—Livermore Falls Trust & Banking 
Co. .v Riley, Me., 78 Atl. 980. 

22. Bonds—Construction of Statutory Bond. 
—Statutory bonds executed in the form pre- 
scribed by the statute must be construed as 
though the statute were written in them as 
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respects the rights of principal and surety.— 
Crawford v. Ozark Ins. Co., Ark., 134 S. W. 951. 


23. Brokers—Employment.—A broker effect- 
ing a sale of real estate may not recover com- 
missions therefor unless he had authority to 
act as agent in the matter.—Loomis v. Broad- 
dus & Leavell, Tex., 134 S. W. 743. 


24. Carriers—Carriage of Goods.—Consignee, 
rather than consignor, held prima facie the 
owner of the shipment, entitled to recover an 
overcharge in freight, or liable for a deficiency. 
—Central of Georgia Ry. Co. v. E. G. Willing- 
ham & Sons, Ga., 70 S. E. 199. 


25. Federal Regulation.—Acceptance of 
advertising by carrier in payment of inter- 
state transportation held a violation of Act 
Feb. 4, 1887.—Chicago, I. & L. Ry. Co. v. United 


States, 31 S. C. 272. 


26.——Joint and Several Liability —Where 
earriers forming a continuous line contract to 
earry through for a single price, they are 
jointly and severally liable for injury to the 
freight on any part of the route.—Otrich v. St. 
Louis, I. M. & S. Ry. Co., Mo., 1384 S. W. 665. 

97 


37. Liability of Connecting Carrier.—A 
connecting carrier held liable only for damages 
occurring on its own line.—Baltimore & O. S. 
W. R.' Co. v. Clift, Ky., 134 &. W._987, 

28. Live Stock.—Before a shipper can be 
bound by a limited liability contract, it must 
appear that it was known to him that the car- 
rier was willing to ship the goods under the 
common-law liability and that a rate was fix- 
ed therefor.—Louisville & N. R. Co. v. Smith, 
Tenn., 134 S. W. 866. 

29.—_—-Loss or Injury to Goods.—Where goods 
are damaged by fire occurring upon premises 
under control of a common carrier, the carrier 
is presumed to be negligent.—Southern Pacific 
Co. v. Weatherford Cotton Mills, Tex., 134 S. W. 
778. 

30. Retrospective Effect of Statute—An 
agreement by interstate carrier to issue annual 
pass for life on release of claim for damages, 
entered into prior to Act June 29, 1906, was 
made unenforceable by prohibition of section 
6 (page 1163).—Louisville & N. R. Co. v. Mott- 
ley, 31 S. C. 265. 

31. Chattel Mortgages—Description of Prop- 
erty.—The description in a chattel mortgage 
may be sufficient to create a lien and yet in- 
sufficient to impart notice of the lien through 
the recording of the mortgage.—Nussbaum v. 
Waterman Co., Ga., 70 S. E. 259. 
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Indictment.—It is unnecessary in an 
indictment for disposing of property covered 
by a mortgage to allege the name of the buy- 
er.—State v. Perry, S. C., 70 S. E. 304. 

33. Constttutional Law—Due Process.—A rail- 
Way company is not deprived of its property 
without due process of law by Laws Ark. 1907, 
relating to the number of brakemen on freight 
trains.—Chicago, R. I. & P. Ry. Co. v. State of 
Arkansas, 31 S. C. 275. 

34. Rules of Evidence.—A_ statute  pre- 
scribing what evidence shall be received, and 
its effect held not violative of the due process 
clause of the federal Constitution (Const. 
Amend. U. S. 14).—State v. Griffin, N. C., 70 S. 
E. 292. 

35. Contracts—Extras.—Where a _ building 
contract provides that extra work should only 











be paid for upon the certificates and computa- 
tion of the architect, such conditions are pre- 
cedent to recovery therefor, unless the archi- 
tect acts in bad faith or arbitrarily.—Taub v. 
Woodruff, Tex., 134 S. W. 750. 


36.——Offer and Acceptance.—A binding con- 
tract of sale does not exist until both parties 
have agreed to the same proposition—D. 5S. 
Cage & Co. v. Black, Ark., 134 S. W. 942. 


37. Rescission.—A party desiring to re- 
scind a contract on the ground of fraud or 
mistake held required to act at once on the 
discovery of the facts.—Latrobe v. Dietrich, 
Md., 78 Atl. 983. 


38. Corporations—Consolidation.—Where two 
corporations having conducted their business 
jointly attempted to separate by exchange of 
stock, one of the companies could not there- 
after convert a portion of its stock into bonds 
to be issued to the stockohlders, to the preju- 
dice either of its own creditors or those of 
both corporations while acting together.—Car- 
ton v. West Virginia Bridge & Const. Co., C. C., 
183 Fed. 1009. 


39. Directors.—Directors sustain a fiduci- 
ary relation to the stockholders.—Livermore 
Falls Trust & Banking Co. v. Riley, Me., 78 Atl. 
980. 

40. Minutes of Legislative Body.—The rule 
that the mfnutes of the legislative body of a 
corporation need not show the vote by which 
a matter before it was adopted does not apply 
where a vote of more than a majority of a 
quorum is necessary.—Fraternal Relief Ass’n. 
v. Edwards, Ga., 70 S. E. 265. 

41. Powers of Directors.—A corporation’s 
directors cannot end its existence.—Assets Re- 
alization Co. v. Howard, 127 N. Y. Supp. 798. 


42. Purchase of Capital Stock.—While a 
corporation cannot buy outstanding stock, so 
as to diminish capital below minimum, it can 
buy the stock in excess of such minimum,— 
Dalton Grocery Co. v. Blanton, Ga., 70 S. E. 
183. 


43. Costs—Premium on Supersedeas Bond.— 
The premium paid by a plaintiff in error to a 
surety company for a supersedeas bond’on a 
writ of error to a Circuit Court, required by a 
rule of the Circuit Court of Appeals, is prop- 
erly taxable as costs.—Jones v. Edward B. 
Smith Co., C. C., 183 Fed. 990. 

44. Criminal Law—Accessories.—There are 
no accessories in misdemeanors, but all con- 
cerned are principals.—Christian v. State, Ga., 
70 S. E. 258. 

45.—Appellate Jurisdiction.—The appellate 
jurisdiction in criminal cases is purely statu- 
tory.—People v. Zerillo, N. Y., 93 N. E. 1108. 

46. Failure to Examine Witness.—The rule 
that the failure of either party to examine a 
witness equally accessible to both offers no 
foundation for a prejudicial inference applies 
to a criminal case.—Brown v. State, Miss., 54 
So. 305. 

47. Judicial Notice——The courts take ju- 
dicial cognizance that whiskey is both spiritu- 
ous and intoxicating.—Maddox v. City of Ea- 
tonton, Ga., 70 S. E. 214. 


48. Possibility of Identifying Persén.— 
Possibility of identifying a person under the 
circumstances wherein a witness testified that 
he identified accused may be shown by experi- 
ment.—Taylor v. State, Ga., 70 S. E. 2387. 
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49. Prosecution.—It is competent to prove 
that one is, in fact, the prosecutor in a crim- 
inal case, though he may not nominally appear 
as such.—Johnson v. City of Hazlehurst, Ga., 
70 S. E. 258. 


50. Rights of Accused.—Accused has the 
right to confront his accusers and their wit- 
nesses.—State vy. Cherry, N. C., 70 S. EB. 294. 


51. Damages—Contract or Tort.—Where an 
act and a neglect are both a breach of contract 
and a tort, the question of remoteness of dam- 
ages is often determined by whether the action 
brought is ex contractu or ex delicto.—Chap- 
pell v. Western Ry. of Alabama, Ga., 70 S. E. 
208. 


52. Dead Bodies—Rights of Hospital.— 
Corpses cannot be delivered to hospitals on 
the assent of friends, without the consent of 
relatives, if they can be found.—Newman §v. 
Stewart, 127 N. Y. Supp. 866. 


53. Deeds—Breacn of Conditions.—Breach of 
conditions in law may be taken advantage of 
by the grantor, his heir, or assignee, by entry; 
but a breach of conditions in deed are available 
only to the grantor and his heirs.—Humphreys 
County Board of Education v. Baker, Tenn., 134 
Ss. W. 863. 


54. Possibility of Interest.—A bare possi- 

bility of an interest in land is not a proper 
subject of grant.—Humphreys County Board of 
Education v. Baker,-Tenn., 134 S. W. 863. 
. 55. Discovery—Examination of Plaintiff Be- 
fore Trial.—Defendant held not entitled to an 
examination of plaintiff before trial, where he 
merely seeks to obtain plaintiff's story in ad- 
vance, and not to elicit evidence in support of 
his own case.—McClarty v. Giroux, 127 N. Y. 
Supp. 724. 

56. Ejectment—Common Source of Title.—In 
ejectment, where both parties claim title under 
@ common source, it is unnecessary to make 
proof of title beyond that source, nor can the 
parties attack such source of title-—Clough v. 
Welsh, Pa., 78 Atl. 1000. 

57. Persons Entitled to Sue.—The owner 
of an undivided half interest in land cannot 
sue the state in ejectment where ‘the state 
owns the other half of the tract.—Olmstead v. 
Roberts, 127 N. Y. Supp. 854. 

58. Elections—Contest.—An election contest 
is a proceeding in rem, and a judgment therein 
is binding and conclusive on all the -~world.— 
Bickers v. Lacy, Tex., 134 S. W. 763. 

59. Eminent Domain—Confirmation.—Con- 
firmation of an award in condemnation pro- 
ceedings held not conclusive on infant heirs 
not parties.—In re Bensel, 127 N. Y. Supp. 870. 

60. Evidence—Affirmative Matter of Defense. 
—wWhere a plea admits material averments es- 
sential to a cause of action, but accompanies 
the same with new matter in defense, the bur- 
den of proving the new matter is on the defen- 
dant.—J. M. Robinson, Norton & Co. v. Tusca- 
4oosa Mills, C. C. A., 183 Fed. 966. 

61 Judicial Notice.—The courts will not 
take judicial notice of the methods of ascer- 
taining the present net value of a life insur- 
ance policy.—Leeker v. Prudential Ins. Co. of 
America, Mo., 134 S. W. 676. 

62. Mutual Benefit Association.—The rela- 
tions between a mutual benefit association and 
its members can be shown only by the records. 




















—Fraternal Relief Ass’n. v. Edwards, Ga., 70 
S. E. 265. 


63. Telephone Conversation.—A telephone 
conversation in which defendant’s’ cashier 
promised plaintiff bank to return its check for 
the proceeds of a collection from a bank that 
had failed after paying a check drawn on it 
by worthless drafts held admissible as an ad- 
mission against interest—First Nat. Bank v. 
First Nat. Bank, Tex., 134 S. W. 831. 


64. Executors and Administrators—Caveat 
Bmptor.—The rule of caveat emptor applies to 
a purchaser from an independent executor as 
well as from an ordinary executor.—Roberts v. 
Holland, Tex., 134 S. W. 810. 


65.—Purchase by Administrator at Own 
Sale.—A purchase by an administrator at his 
own sale is only voidable, and can be affirmed 
or disaffirmed by the heirs.—James v. Little, 





'Ga., 70 S. E. 251. 


66. Frauds, Statute of—Boundary Line.— 
Parol establishment and recognition of a new 
boundary line between adjoining landowners 
is not obnoxious to the statute of frauds.— 
Caruthers v. Hadley, Tex., 134 S. W. 757. 

67. Part Performance.—The delivery of 
timber to a third party and agreement of de- 
fendant to pay the price held sufficient to take 
it out of the statute—Robinson v. Wynne, 
Ark., 134 S. W. 319. 

68.——Sale of Standing Timber.—Partnership 
standing timber held not personalty, so as to 
take it out of the statute of frauds.—Brown v. 
Gray, W. Va., 70 S. E. 276. 

69. Homicide—lInstructions.—Where the evi- 
dence clearly shows a killing in perpetration of 
robbery, instructions on murder in the perpe- 
tration of robbery are properly given.—Ridge 
v. State, Tex., 134 S. W. 732. 

70. Involuntary Manslaughter.—The negli- 
gent handling of a loaded gun would support 
a conviction of involuntary manslaughter.— 
State v. Causer, S. C., 70 S. E. 161. 

1s B Malice.—The malice essential to con- 
vict of murder may be ascertained from pre- 
vious threats, and it may also arise suddenly 
and be implied from circumstances.—Brown v. 
State, Miss., 54 So. 305. 

72. Prosecution.—In a prosecution for as- 
sault to murder, the court should submit to 
the jury the question of simple assault, where 
there is evidence on such issue.—King v. State, 
Tex., 134 S. W. 687. 

73. Indictment and Information—Burglary 
and Larceny.—Indictment, charging burglary 
and larceny in simple count, held not subject 
to objection of duplicity.—State v. Carriere, La., 
54 So. 339. 

74. Value of Property.—Whenever’ the 
value of property is material, it should be al- 
leged in the indictment.—State v. Perry, S. C., 
70 S. E. 304. 

75. Infants—Contracts.—A contract of part- 
nership between an infant and an adult held 
voidable only, and that only by the infant.— 
Latrobe v. Dietrich, Md., 78 Atl. 983. 

76. Interstate Commerce—Common Carriers. 
—A corporation securing public shipping facili- 
ties in a wharfage business and terminal facili- 
ties held a common carrier, subject to the jur- 
isdiction of the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion.—Southern Pac. Terminal Co. v. Inter- 
state Commerce Commission, 31 S. C. 279. 
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77. Powers.—Order of Interstate Commerce 
Commission setting aside new rates and re- 
storing substantially the old rates held void, 
when the new rates were reasonable.—Southern 
Pac. Co. v. Interstate Commerce Commission, 31 
Ss. C. 288. 

78. Intoxicating Liquors—Sales to Minors.— 
On sales to minors, the owner of a barroom is 
liable, whether liquor is sold by the owner or 
his agent.—State v. Locicero, La., 54 So. 342. 

79. Violation of Prohibition Law.—In an 
indictment for violation of the prohibition law, 
a description of accused’s place of business 
further than to locate it in the county of the 
prosecution held not necessary—Hall v. State, 
Ga., 70 S. E. 211. 


80. Judgment—Collateral Attack.—The party 
against whom it is sought to enforce injunc- 
tion may show that it was obtained by fraudu- 
lent misrepresentations of the facts to the 
judge, or that it was obtained through corrup- 
tion of the judge, induced by the opposite par- 
ty.—Lockett & Williams v. Gress Mfg. Co., Ga., 
70 S. E. 255. 

81. Pleading.—Under a prayer for general 
relief. plaintiff may recover whatever the facts 
alleged and proved will justify.—Jordan v. 
Massey, Tex., 134 S. W. 804. 

82. Justices of the Peace—Pleadings.—The 
parties in an action originating in justice’s 
court may orally replead in the county court. 
—Loomis v. Broaddus & Leavell, Tex., 134 S. 
W. 743. 


83. Landlord and Tenant—Landlord’s Lien.— 
In foreclosure of lien for supplies, it is not 
necessary to prove that they were actually used 
in making the crop.—Nash v. Orr, Ga., 70 S. EL 
194, 

84. Negligence.—In an action for injuries 
to a stenographer in an Office building by slip- 
ping, and falling on a recently oiled floor, 
which had not been wiped or made dry, wheth- 
er defendant was negligent held for the jury.— 
Metropolitan Life Ins. Co. v. Hartman, C. C. A,, 
183 Fed. 975. 

85. Life Insurance—Mistake in Issuance.— 
Where policy of life insurance was issued as 
the result of a mistake, which the company 
endeavored to rectify as soon as discovered, no 
action could be maintained thereon.—Southern 
Life Ins. Co. v. Hill, Ga., 70 S. E. 186. 

86. Right of Beneficiary to Attack Loan.— 
The beneficiary of a life insurance policy which 
provided that the insured might borrow upon 
the policy cannot attack a loan upon the policy 
for the purpose of paying a premium.—Leeker 
v. Prudential Ins. Co. of America, Mo., 134 §. 
W. 676. 

87. Limitation of Actions—Fraud.—Fraud or 
ignorance thereof, unaccompanied by conceal- 
ment, will not prevent the running of limita- 
tions.—Prosser y. First Nat. Bank, Tex., 134 S. 
W. 781. 

88. Logs and Logging—Removal of Timber. 
—A deed conveying land, but reserving the 
timber, held not required to fix any time with- 
in which the timber is to be removed.—Horn- 
thal v. Howcott, N. C., 70 S. EK 171. 

89. Master and Servant—Assumption of 
Risk.—The foreman of a bridge crew held to 
have had a right to assume that a member of 
the crew would conduct himself as an ordi- 
narily prudent person would.—Myers v. Texas, 
& P. Ry. Co., Tex., 1384 S. W. 814. 




















90. Care Required in General.—To author- 
ize a recovery for personal injuries to a ser- 
vant, held only necessary to show that a rea- 
sonably prudent man would have anticipated 
some like injury.—St. Louis, S. F. & T. R. Co. 
v. Taylor, Tex., 134 S. W. 819. 

91. Failure to Instruct Servant.—A fore- 
man, in directing an employee to do work in a 
dangerous manner without instructions or 
warning of the danger, in the doing of which 
the servant was injured, held to be negligent. 
—Klauder-Weldon Dyeing Mach. Co. v. Gagnon, 
Cc. C. A. 183 Fed. 962. 


92. Fellow Servants.—A servant injured 
through defects in a tool in the hands of a fel- 
low servant cannot recover damages if the neg- 
ligence was that of the fellow servant’s.— 
American Car & Foundry Co. v. Nachand, Ind., 
93 N. E. 1083. 

93. Rules of Master.—Rules of a master 
are not binding on his servant unless the lat- 
ter has knowledge of them.—Atlantic Coast 
Line Ry. Co. v. McLeod, Ga., 70 S. E. 214. 

94. Unsafe Place to Work.—Where a min- 
or servant was required by the master to work 
on an elevated platform supported at one cor- 
ner by a rope which had been in use for a 
year without inspection, and the rope broke, 
causing the employee to fall and receive an 
injury, there was sufficient evidence of the 
master’s negligence to warrant the submission 
of that question to the jury.—American Steel 
& Wire Co. v. Tynan, C. C. A., 183 Fed. 949. 

95. Municipal Corporations—Liability for 
Negligence of Officer.—A city is not liable for 
negligence of its officers in exercising its gov- 
ernmental functions.—City of Bowling Green 
v. Rogers, Ky., 134 S. W. 921. 

96. Liability to Garnishment.—A general 
ereditor of a city cannot subject to his debt 
money‘ applicable to current expenses and in- 
sufficient therefor.—Capps v. Citizens’ Nat. 
Bank of Longview, Tex.,. 134 S. W. 808. 

97. Prosecution Under Estray Ordinance. 
—Where plaintiff residing outside the city lim- 
dts permitted his cow to wander within the 
city limits, he was subject to prosecution in 
the city police court for violating an estray 
ordinance.—Tutt v. City of Greenville, Ky., 134 
Ss. W. 890. 

98.— Service of Citation.—That a corpora- 
tion filed exceptions of no cause of action, mis- 
joinder, and nonjoinder after having first ex- 
cepted to the jurisdiction for want of citation 
d‘d not cure such want of citation.—White Hall 
Agr. Co. v. Police Jury of Concordia Parish, 
La., 54 So. 337. 

99. Negligence—Joint Liability—An injured 
person can proceed against either of two joint 
tort-feasors.—Howard vy. J. H. Harris Plumbing 
& Supply Co., N. C., 70 S. E. 285. 

100. Proximate Cause.—Where one fright- 
ened by the negligent act of another does 
an act producing injury, whether he is 
liable therefor depends upon whether the prior 
negligent act would naturally produce the 
fright and whether a prudent person so fright- 
ened would likely have acted as the frightened 
person did.—Atlantic Coast Line R. Co. v. 
Daniels, Ga., 70 S. E. 203. 

101. Railroad Turntable Cases.—Doctrine 
and theory of the turntable cases held not to 
apply to cars left standing on a railroad track 
to be loaded in the course of business.—Louis- 
ville & N. R. Co. v. Ray, Tenn., 134 S. W. 858. 
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102. Payment—Recovery.—A wife held en- 
titled to recover money paid to her husband’s 
ereditor, where the creditor had knowledge at 
the time of payment that it belonged to her.— 
Bank of Waynesboro v. Walters, Ga., 70 S. E. 


103. Rights of Debtor.—The maker of a 
note is entitled to a credit for the value of 
collateral converted by the payee to his own 
use.—Alden v. Camden Anchor-Rockland Mach. 
Co., Me., 78 Atl. 977. 


104. Pledges—Brokers.—Where plaintiff in- 
trusted securities to her husband to be used 
as margins for his own account with defen- 
dants, held, that defendants had a valid lien 
thereon which they could satisfy after notice 
ee ee v. Rodewald, 127 N. Y. Supp. 





105. Principal and Agent—Existence of Re- 
lation.—Persons who have dealt with a gen- 
eral agent may assume that his authority con- 
tinues until notice has been conveyed to them 
that the agency has been revoked.—Bazemore 
v. A. B. Small Co., Ga., 70 § 261. 

106. Principal and Surety—Construction of 
Bond.—A surety's obligation cannot be extend- 
ed to other subjects, persons or periods of time 
than those expressed or necessarily included in 
his contract.—State ex rel. Zimmerman sv. 
Schaper, Mo., 134 S. W. 671. 

107.——Execution of New Note.—Where a 
note executed by a corporation was paid by a 
new note of the sureties thereon, and the old 
note was pledged to secure the new, the cred- 
itor could not sue the corporation until the new 
note matured, and then only on the sureties’ 
right to contribution.—Maysville Telephone Co. 
v. First Nat. Bank, Ky., 134 S. W. 886. 

108. Quieting Title—Possession of Plaintiff. 
—A bill in equity to quiet title, by parties not 
in actual a: of the land, will not lie.— 
Hal v. Pratt, Ky., 134 S. W. 900. 

109. Raflroads—Accidents at Crossirg.— 
Trainmen should anticipate the presence of 
travelers with horses at crossings. a v. Il- 
linois Cent. R. Co., Ky., 134 S. 91 

110.——Care Required.—An pi Som who dis- 
covers the peril of a traveler on a part of the 
right of way used by the public must use the 
means at hand to avoid threatened injury.— 
St. Louis Southwestern Ry. Co. of Texas v. 
McCauley, Tex., 134 S. W. 798. 

111. Crossing Accidents.—In an_ action 
against a railway company by one injured in 
crossing the track, the burden of proving con- 
tributory negligence is upon the defendant.— 
St. Louis, I. M. & S. Ry. Co. v. Stacks, Ark., 
134 S. W. 315. 

112. Duty to Keep a Lookout.—Operatives 
of trains must use diligence in keeping a look- 
out for persons along its track, and to use 
proper precaution to prevent inflicting injury 
upon them.—Missouri, K. & T. Ry. Co. of Tex- 
as v. Schoeter, Tex., 134 S. W. 826. 

113. Power to Regulate.—In requiring rail- 
road to maintain depot, Legislature held re- 
quired to act reasonably according to its neces- 
sity to serve public needs.—St. Louis South- 
western Ry. Co. v. State, Ark., 134 S. W. 970. 

114. Travelers at Crossings.—As to liabil- 
ity of travelers at road crossings, there is no 
difference between a steam railway and an in- 


apolis & E. Ry. 
Co., Ind., 93 N. E. 1089. 

115. Religious Societies—<Action by Ecclesi- 
astical Authorities.—The decisions of ecclesi- 
astical authorities of a religious denomination 
held binding on civil tribunals.—Westminster 
Presbyterian Church of West Twenty-Third 
Street v. Trustees of Presbytery ba New York, 
127 N. Y. Supp. 836. 

116. Sales—Offer and Acceptance.—Any qual- 
ification of, or departure from, the terms of 
an offer to sell, invalidates the offer, unless 
agreed to by the person making it.—D. _ 5S. 
Cage & Co. v. Black, Ark., 134 S. W. 942. 

117. Sheriffs and Constables—Liability on 
Bond.—The suretfes of a public officer are only 
responsible for his performance of the duties 
imposed on him by law.—State ex rel. Zimmer- 
man v. Schaper, Mo., 134 S. W. 671. 

118. Sunday—Police Power.—Sunday laws 
held sustainable only as civil regulations of a 


























sanitary nature within the police power of the 
state.—Carr v. State, Ind., 93 N. E. 1071. 

119. ‘Taxation—Minerals.—Minerals contain- 
ed in land are property, and when severed from 
the land by a proper conveyance may be taxed 
separately from the land itself.—State v. 
Downman, Tex., 134 S. W. 787. 

120. Personal Property in Hands of Ex- 
ecutor.—The foreign executor of a nonresident 
testator should while the estate is in his hands 
for settlement and distribution list for taxation 
and pay the taxes on personal property of the 
estate at the place of his qualification, without 
regard to the residence of the beneficiaries.— 
Commonwealth vy. Camden, Ky., 134 S. W. 914. 

121. Right to Complain.—A landowner tax- 
ed on the actual acreage owned by him cannot 
complain that a neighbor was taxed for a less 
acreage than he owned.—Mineral R. R. & Min- 
ing Co. v. Northumberland County Com’rs., Pa., 
78 Atl. 991. 

122. Setting Aside Sale for Taxes.—One 
whose land was wrongfully sold for taxes which 
had been paid held entitled to have cancelled 
the sheriff's deed and the deed from the sher- 
iff’s grantee to another.—Nalley v. McManus, 
Ga., 70 S. E. 255. 

123. Tax Sale.—A sale of land for taxes 
which had been in fact paid passes no title.— 
Wilson v. Rogers, Ark., 134 S. W. 318. 

124. Uniformity.—A_ substantia! uniform- 
ity in the application of tax laws held a com- 
pliance with the constitutional requirement of 
uniformity.—Mineral R. . & Mining Co. v. 
‘a cateaina aac County Com’rs., Pa., 78 Atl. 
991. 

















125. Trade-Marks and Trade-Names—Form 
of Article-—One manufacturer cannot create a 
monopoly to be enjoyed by him by adopting a 
shape or form of product, and _ particularly 
when such product is one of general use; and 
this is emphasized when such product is made 
from material which is fashioned for its bet- 
ter use, and with economy for use, according 
to long-time usage.—A. Y. McDonald & Morri- 
son Mfg. Co. v. H. Mueller Mfg. Co., C. C. A,, 
183 Fed. 972. 

126. Generic Names.—The term “travel- 
ers’ insurance” held a generic name, the ex- 
clusive right to use of which cannot be ac- 
quired.—tTravelers’ Ins. Mach. Co. v. Travelers’ 
Ins. Co. of Hartford, Conn., Ky., 134 S. W. 877. 

127. Trespass to Try Title—Outstanding 
Title-—Proof of an outstanding title in a third 
person when a common grantor conveyed to 
defendant held not sufficient to defeat plain- 
tiff’s claim.—Caruthers vy. Hadley, Tex., 134 S. 
W. 757. 

128. Trover and Conversion—Measure of 
Damages.—Generally the measure of damages 
for tortious conversion is the value of the 
property converted, with interest.—Jennings- 
Heywood Oil Syndicate v. Houssiere-Latreille 
Oil Co., La., 54 So. 318 


129. Trusts—Constructive Trusts.—One who 
obtains the legal title to property by fraud 
holds it under a constructive trust for the per- 
son in good conscience -entitled thereto.—Nor- 
ris v. Kendall, Ind., 93 N. E. 1087. 

130. Usury—Estoppel.—tThe rec'tal in a deed 
would not estop the grantor from asserting 
that the consideration was _ usurious.—First 
Nat. Bank v. Davis, Ga., 70 S. E. 246. 

131.: Vendor and Purchaser—Liability for 
Taxes.—Ordinarily, in the absence of stipula- 
tion in a contract of sale as to payment of cur- 
rent taxes, where sale and delivery are subse- 
quent to the assessment, the vendor must pay 
the taxes.—Baker v. Smith, Ga., 70 S. E. 239. 

132. Waters and Water Courses—Assignment 
of Water Power Contract.—That an assignment 
of a water power contract tended to create a 
monopoly held not ground for rescission or 
eancellation.—Columbus R. Co. v. City Mills 
o., Ga., 70 S. E. 242. 

133. Sale of Excess Water Supply.—Duty 
of city in disposing of excess in water supply 
is to dispose of it for the benefit of the city, 
at the highest price obtainable.—Childs v. City 
of Columbia, S. C., S. E. 296. 

134. Wills—Reference to Other Writings.— 
An unattested paper, which is of testamentary 
character, cannot be taken as a part of the will. 
—In re Martindale’s Will, 127 N. Y. Supp. 887. 
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AEROPLANES, 
See AVIATION. 


APPEAL AND ERROR, 


appellate procedure under the English Judi- 
cature Act and rules thereunder, 39. 

the extent to which American statutes may 
go in authorizing complete disposition of 
causes by appellate courts, 57. 

constitutional question first presented on 
motion for re-hearing in state supreme 
court, 58. 

unilateral right of appeal in criminal cases 
contrary to the fourteenth amendment, 


76. 

the doctrine of harmless error, 86. 
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the final disposition of causes on appeal, 
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federal statute involving the doctrine of 
harmless error, 

the doctrine of harmless error, 151. 

appellate court entering judgment on re- 
served questions of law, 207. 

mandamus to take place of appeal or writ 
of error where federal circuit court re- 
fuses to remand civil cause to state court, 
81. 


ATTORNEY AND CLIENT, 


disbarment of attorney for using a sham 
corporation to create diversity of citizen- 
ship, 113. 

burden is on attorney to show absence of 
his written consent to settlement after 
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the contingent fee, 335. 
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court as a condition of being allowed to 
proceed on a proposed line, 353. 


AVIATION, 
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BAIL, 


jury trial in scire facias on recognizance in 
a criminal case, 103. 


BANKS AND BANKING, 


clearing house as affecting the question of 
diligence in the presentation of a check 
for collection, a 

collecting bank’ required to accept only le- 
gal tender as payment, 308. 


f BANKRUPTCY, 


costs recovered by successful defendant in 
malicious injury suit released by dis- 
charge, 21. 

construction defeating .co-debtor, guaran- 
coe and surety clause of bankruptcy act, 


interest on secured debts subsequent to 
adjudication, 150. 

respective rights of individual and partner- 
og creditors in bankruptcy proceedings, 


BENEFIT SOCIETIES, 


the right of a fraternal benefit association 
J a its members, a law of neces- 
sity, 


BILLS AND NOTES, 


negotiation of a check after its peyment by 
bank on which it is drawn, 6. 

drawee vaying check on forged endorse- 
ment, 209. 

effect of changing the payee of a note with- 
out the maker’s consent. 253. 

right of holders in due course “nder the ne- 
gotiable instruments law, 264. 

the effect of overdue and unpaid interest as 
notice of dishonor, 401. 

can a draft drawn by an agent on his prin- 
cipal under proper authority be treated 
as a promissory note? 427. 


BOOKS RECEIVED, 
51, 124, 141, 237, 327, 387, 404, 465. 


BREACH OF MARRIAGE PROMISE, 
value of a woman’s heart, 236. 


BULK SALES LAW, 
See SALES. 


CARRIERS OF GOODS, 


waiver by carrier of proper notice, with 
prescribed time, of claim by shipper for 
loss or damage, 234. 

notice to carrier subsequent to shipment 
~ giving special damages for further de- 
ay, 


COMMERCE, 


See RATE REGULATIONS. 

the retroactive effect of. the 1906 commerce 
amendment regarding compensation for 
transportation, 

the rieht of the state under the interstate 
commerce act to regulate transportation 
wholly within its borders, 334 

the right of a carrier to inquire for rate 
making purposes into the ownership of a 





shipment, 376. 
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unilateral right of appeal in criminal cases 
as contrary to fourteenth amendment, 76. 
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168. 
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fusing to enforce said statute, 301. 
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contempt in federal courts, 5. 
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and trade unions that the former will not 
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effect of legislation to validate contracts 
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working of the corporation tax, 32. 

constitutionality of federal corporation tax 
law, 59. 

service on statutory agent of foreign cor- 
* icazee after withdrawal from the state, 


progress of the corporation tax cases, 140. 

requirement of statute as to limited in- 
debtedness, and liability of directors for 
excess, 209. 

the corporation tax decision, 225. 

laches barring subscriber for stock from 
right of rescission when corporation be- 
comes insolvent, 244. 

extra-territorial enforcement of statutes 
imposing liabilities on stockholders, 245. 

corporate liability for crime, 272. 


COURTS, 


See FEDERAL COURTS. 

right to proceed in equity to the granting 
of full relief when original right to re- 
sort to a court of equity disappears pen- 
dente lite, 112. 

—= to the rule in moot question cases, 


CRIMINAL EVIDENCE, 


admissibility of evidence of other criminal 
acts, 4. 

religious belief as a test of admissibility of 
dying declarations, 132. 
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constitutionality of postal regulations as an 
interference with freedom of the press, 27. 

Nevada’s proposed statute according to con- 
victed murderer’s choice in the mode of 
executing the death penalty, 261. 


CRIMINAL TRIAL, 


participation of judge by examination and 
cross-examination of witnesses prejudi- 
cial to accused, 95. 

jury trial in scire facias on recognizance in 
a criminal case, 103. 


DIVORCE, 


when allowances pendente lite will be made 
to wife in divorce proceedings although 
she has ample credit and large means, 


209. 

liberal construction of statutes as exclud- 
ing confessions as evidence in divorce 
cases, 217. 


DIGEST OF CURRENT OPINIONS, 


14, 34, 52, 71, 88, 106, 125, 142, 160, 184, 202, 
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the doctrine of attractive nuisances.applied 
to wires charged with electricity, 121. 


EMINENT DOMAIN, 


.right of government to condemn for a post- 
office site where deficiency in appropria- 
tion for a site is made up by private do- 
nation, 377 


EQUITY, 


right to proceed in equity to the granting 
of full relief when original right to re- 
sort to a court of equity disappears pen- 
dente lite, 112. 


ESTOPEL, 


directing verdict for inconsistency in tes- 
timony of plaintiff at a former and later 
trial, 299. 


EVIDENCE, 


See EXPERT TESTIMONY. tee 
religious belief as a test of admissibility 
of dying declarations, 132. 


EXPERT TESTIMONY, 
the identification of a mark, 318. 


FEDERAL COURTS, 


See REMOVAL OF CAUSES. ‘ 

federal reservations as twilight zones in 
criminal law, 21. 

disbarment of attorney for using a sham 
corporation to create diversity of citizen- 
ship, 113. 

an exception to the rule that a federal 
court cannot acquire jurisdiction in per- 
sonam by waiver, 297. 

the United States as a defendant, 460. 


FORGERY, 
evidence necessary to prove the issue of 
forgery, 135. 
FRAUDULENT CONVEYANCES, 


effect of voluntary conveyances by solvent 
debtors as against existing creditors, 271. 
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84. 


GOOD WILL, 


sale of good will carries. with it the inci- 
dents which makes the business valuable, 
181. 


HARMLESS ERROR, 
See APPEAL AND ERROR. 
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13, 33, 51, 70, 87, 105, 
237, 255, 273, 291, 

447, 465 


124, 141, 183, 201, 219, 
309, 327, 369, 404, 429, 


HUSBAND AND WIFE, 


right of wife under enabling act to sue her 
nusband for a tort, 75. 

when and in what cases may the husband 
recover real estate conveyed by him to 
his wife during the marriage state, 78. 

presumption of cvercion by husband where 
wife commits a crime in his presence, 139. 

exception to the rule of non-liability of 
wife for offense committed in the hus- 
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liberal construction of married women’s 
acts, 272. 
when privileged communications betwe2n 
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385. 
INFANCY, 
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constitutionality as applied to surviving 
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construction of the phrase “presumed to be 
void,” where there is non-compliance 
with statute in regard to notice, etc., 300. 

when the word “sells” is construe as “of- 
fers to sell,” 324. 

construing “sells” as “offers to sell,” 387. 





SHERMAN ACT, 
See MONOPOLIES. 


STATUTES, 


construction in application of state law to 
federal reservations, 77. 

effect of legislation to validate contracts 
which have been adjudged invalid, 168. 


TAXATION, - 


exemption of building for charitable pur- 
poses in course of construction, 41. 

ewer of federal corporation tax 
aw, 59. 


TITLE AND TITLE REGISTRATION, 


lost records act to cure confusion and un- 
certainty in land titles, 149. 


TRESPASS, ° 
trespassing by aeroplane, 11. 


TRIAL AND PROCEDURE, 


See APPEAL AND ERROR. 

some definite reform in procedure, 1. 

suggestions for reform in trial and appel- 
-— procedure in the president’s message, 


appellate procedure under the English Judi- 
ecature Act and rules thereunder, 39. 

participation of judge by examination and 
cross-examination of witnesses prejudicial 
to accused, 95. 

jury trial in scire facias on recognizance 
in a criminal case, 103. 

special finding as aiding in the decrease 
a, Sevens and remands for new trial, 


11. 

the relation of judicial procedure to uni- 
formity of law, 114. 

Everet P. Wheeler congratulates bar on 
first victory for reform in procedure, 123. 

federal statute involving the doctrine of 
harmless error, 123. 

the Illinois conference on the reform of the 
law of procedure and practice, 147. 

the doctrine of harmless error, 151. 

Roscoe Pound on reform in procedure, 158. 

Duane Mowry on reform in procedure. 159. 

the sveeding and cheapening of the ad- 
ministration of justice, 191 

reform of judicial procedure, 254. 

glimpses of Illinois law and _ procedure, 


‘e 

disturbing elements in judicial administra- 
tion, 325. 

our campaign for the reform of judicial 
procedure, 333. 

reform of procedure in the courts of New 
York, 402. 

reform of procedure in Illinois, 403. 

reform in procedure—a protest, 428. 

reform of civil procedure in New York, 445. 





UNIFORM LAW, 


the relation of judicial 
formity of law, 114. 


procedure to uni- 


WILLS, 


misdescription as being or not within the 
rule governing latent ambiguity, 20. 
oddities of testators, 201. 


WITNESSES, 


constitutionalitv of the 
atheists as witnesses, 22. 
Psychology for the witness stand, 41. 


rule excluding 


WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION ACT, 


the New York decision declaring work- 
li compensation act unconstitutional, 
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TO ALL THE “DIGESTS OF CURRENT OPINIONS” IN VOL. 72. 





This subject-index contains a reference under its appropriate head to every digest of cur- 


rent opinions which has appeared in the volume. The references, of course, are to the pages 


upon which the digest may be found. There are no cross-references, but each digest is indexed 


herein under that head, for which it would most naturally occur to a searcher to look. It 


will be understood that the page to which reference, by number, is made, may contain more 
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Abandonment—intention, 346; title to land, 160. 


Abatement and Revival—action for illegal dis- 
crimination, 160; action on note, 310; ac- 
tions surviving, 388; jurisdiction, 127; pen- 
dency of action, 71; pendency of another 
suit, 292; plea abatement, 310; plea to 
the jurisdiction, 466; prematurity of action, 
466; termination of office, 202; 


Accident Insurance—cause of death, 238; ex- 
ternal and visible marks, 142; false state- 
ments in application. 292; notice of acci- 
dent, 370; notice of death, 142; policy con- 
ditions, 405. 


Accord and Satisfaction—acceptance of check, 
405; receipts and check, 346; what consti- 
tutes, 256, 


Account—equity jurisdiction, 160; petition, 292. 


Account Staited—accord and satisfaction, 388; 
conclusiveness, 346; falsification, 108; re- 
tention of account, 106 


Acknowledgement—certificate of notary, 


256; 
nature of act, 274, 


Action—assault on passenger, 71; cause of ac- 
tion, 238; contract or tort, 142, 160; costs, 


106: debt payable on demand, 405; illeg- 
ality, 292; joinder, 256; novel remedies, 
370; pleadings, 292; publication of libel, 
346; right of action, 160; separate causes 
of action, 88, 202; splitting causes of ac- 
tion, 446; statutory remedies, 238; waiver 
of tort, 346. 

Adjoining Landowners—natural supports, 388; 


trees on line, 160 


Adoption—nature of proceedings, 370, 430; rights 
of adopted children, 142. 


Adverse Possession—accquisition of right of 
preseee 328; acts - constituting, 52; 
oundaries, 388; color of title, 370; con- 
structive possession, 88; continuity, 388; 
conveyance of land, 52; duration, 108; entry 
and possession by mistake, 328; evidence, 





62; extent of possession, 34; fraud, 52; hos- 
tile character, 292; lands subject, 88; na- 
ture of possession, 202; presumptions, 202; 
possession by surviving widow, 405; poe. 
session by tenant, 388; rights of heirs, 202; 
strength of title, 430; sufficiency of posses- 
sion, 256; taking successive possessions, 
142, 238, 466; Texas statute, 220; vacant or 
unoccupied land, 346. 


Affidavits—denial in jurat, 14. 


Agriculture—liability of members of associa- 
tion, 370; thresher’s lien, 202. 


Aliens—deportation proceedings, 310; regula- 
tion, 310. 


Alteration of Instruments—consent of parties, 
388; material alterations, 88. 388; payee in 
note, 292; right to plead non est factum, 
388; stamping as paid, 370. 


Amicus Curiae—powers, 34, 488. 


Animals—running at large, 388; viciousness, 
160-430. 


Appearance—answer to merits, 466; default 
judgment, 256; service of process, 88; wai- 
ver of defects, 328. 


Apprentices—Indenture, 370. 


Arbitration and Award—agreement of submis- 
sion, 328; majority award, 238; submission 
and revocation, 34 


Arrest—peace officers, 220. 
Arson—Indictment, 14. 


Assault and Battery—admissibility of evidence, 
106; aggravated assault, 370; pleading, 160; 
bt bag 52; resisting arrest, 184; self- 

efense, 202. 


Assignments—action by assignee, 106; another 
action pending, 71; assignability of claim, 
$28; assignment of part of claim, 88; choses 
in action, 88; claims for services, 125; con- 
tracts subject to, assignment, ; ——- 
table claims, 388; ‘failure of consideration, 
160; priority, 71; property inclyded, 8&8; 
time checks, 142. 
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Assienments: for Benefit of Creditors—action 
on assignee’s bond, 125; acts constituting, 
430; fraudulent conveyances, 106. 


Assumpsit, Action of—breach of contract, 
express contract, 52; pleading, 238. 


328; 


Attachment—action on bond, 220; affidavit, 405; 
attorney’s fees, 405, 466; basis, 448; cus- 
tody of property, 370; grounds, 346; lien, 
14; punitive damages, 430; rights acquired, 
106; sale, 34. 


Attorney and Client—attorney’s lien, 405, 430; 
compensation of attorney, 202, 220, 292; con- 


tingent fee, 14; contracts between, 220; 
disbarment, 346, 405; effect of death of 
client, 448; employment, 388; grounds for 


disbarment, 160; lien of attorney, 238, 466; 
notice on attorney, 106; purchase of tax 
title, 346; revocation of authority, 14; stip- 
ulations, 328; substitution of attorney, 202; 
transfer of client’s property, 388; unpro- 
—— conduct, 388; validity of contract, 
1. 


Auctions and Auctioneers—contracts, 405; sale 
of property, 448. ‘ 

Bail—Action on bond, 34; capital charge, 142; 
forfeiture, 160; liability of surety, 256; 


nature and scope, 220; scire facias, 292. 


Bailment—artisan’s lien, 405; estoppel to deny 
ownership, 310; loss of property, 238; na- 
ture and element, 184; negligence, 430; 
storage of lumber, 256. 


Bankruptcy—action against trustee, 34; action 
by trustee, 71; act of, 14, 388; adjudication. 
220; adjudication against partner, 71; ad- 
justment of claims, 448; allowance of home- 
stead exemptions, 34; amendment of peti- 
tion, 448; appraisement, 448; assignments, 
328; authority and duty of trustee, 184 
220; brokers, 448; circuit court of appeals. 
160; claims, 202, 448; claims enforceable, 
238; composition, 14, 466, 448; concealment 
of goods, 202; conditional sales, 125; con- 
sent, 14; construction, 14; construction of 
statute, 405; contempt, 106, 184, 274; cor- 
porations subject, 448; costs of receivership, 
370; creditor, 346; creditor’s committee, 
448; debt entitled to priority, 202; dis- 
charge, 14, 34, 88, 202, 274, 346, 405; divi- 
dends, 125; duty to deposit funds, 106; ef- 
fect on garnishment proceedings, 202; ef- 
fect on lease, 202; effect on pending action, 
346; election of trustee, 448; equitable 
rights in land, 184; equity jurisdiction, 405; 
evidence, 292; exemption from arrest, 274; 
exemptions, 52, 202, 220, 274, 310, 370, 405, 
448, 466; expenses, 14; failure to file chattel 
mortgage, 52; false financial statement, 52; 
fees of attorneys, 220; filing claims, 106; 
filing of petition, 466; fraudulent convey- 
ances, 184, 202, 430; fraudulent purchase, 
448; fraudulent sales, 448; hearing on 
claims, 448; homestead exempt, 203; insol- 
vency, 203; insurance policies, 88, 238; in- 
terest, 14; intervention by trustee, 405; in- 
voluntary petition, 449; involuntary pro- 
ceedings, 52; judicial notice, 292; jurisdic- 
tion, 238, 274, 292; landlord and tenant, 14; 
liens, 370; loan to pay incumbrance, 238; 
master’s report, 220; mechanics’ liens, 203; 
motion for new trial, 370; order committing 
for contempt, 370; order to surrender prop- 
erty 274; partnership, 34, 14, 449; persons 
subject to act, 310; petition to review order 


of referee, 274; petition to revise, 449; 
pleadings, 14; pledges, 106, 127; power of 
trustee to settle suit, 106; preferences, 14, 


106, 160, 203, 220, 405, 466; priority of mort- 
gage, 256; proceedings on objection to 
claim, 52; property of bankrupt, 449; prop- 
erty passing to trustee, 160, 238, 274, 810; 
provable debts, 184, 220, 274, 370, 388, 405, 
449; reasonable cause to believe, 346; re- 
ceivers, 449, 466, recovery by trustee, 388; 
referet’s findings, 52; reopening estates 





256; review on appeal, 203, 238, 406; re- 
vision proceedings, 370; rights of bondhold- 
ers in bankrupt corporation, 406; rights of 


trustee, 388; sale of assets, 52, 160, 346, 
406; secured creditors, 370; specifically 
pledged securities, 220; statements made 


by bankrupt, 370; stock brokers, 220; sub- 
scription to stock, 161; substitution of se- 
curities, 203; suit to avoid assignment, 203; 
trustee in bankruptcy, 274, 275; title of as- 
signee, 256; title to property conditionally 
sold, 142; unrecorded conditional sale, 406; 
vacation of liens, 34; validity of liens, 184; 
voidable preferences, 406, 449; voidable sale, 
14: wife’s dower interest, 203; withheld as- 
sets, 275. 


Banks and Banking—acceptance of draft, 275; 
action for deposit, 406; acts of officers, 389; 
agents, 310; authority to endorse checks, 
106; capital stock, 220; certificate of de- 


posit, 34; certificate of stock, 430; certifi- 
cation of check, 328; checks, 2; collec- 
tions, 106, 346, 466; deposit of check for 
collection, 184; deposit of indorser, 203; 
depositor’s guaranty fund, 310; deposits, 
256, 310; double liability of stockholders, 


275; drafts, 430; duplicate check, 71; false 
entries, 52; forged draft. 142; insolvency, 
292, 389; jurisdiction of state courts, 142; 
liability for erroneously dishonoring check, 
142; liability of indorser, 275; loans, 292; 
misapplication of funds, 203; national banks, 
203, 449; notice to officers, 430; payment 
of checks, 389; power of officers, 203; pow- 
er of president, 184; private banking, 310; 
references, 274; regulation, 328; renewal of 
notes, 220; representation by officers, 449; 
rights of depositor, 106; signature of de- 
positor, 328; state regulation, 88, 310, 449; 
stockholders’ liability, 466; suretyship, 238, 
371; ultra vires acts, 34, 430; unauthorized 
payments by bank, 160: unauthorized use 
of funds, 238; usury. 466. 


Bastards—recognizance, 466. 


member- 
sick 


Associations—contract of 
389; ownership of property, 52; 
142. 


Beneficial 
ship, 
benefits, 


Benefit Societies—applicability of general in- 


surance laws, 328; by-laws, 106; construc- 
tion of benefit certificate, 466; fraternal 
insurance, 389; increase of rates, 88; man- 
agement of order, 184; membership, 406; 


payment of dues, 292; regulation by court, 


238; reinsurance, 430; rights of beneficiar- 
ies, 203; waiver by act, 328; waiver of 
proofs of death, 406. 

Bills and Notes—acceptance, 107, 310; ac- 
knowledgment of debt, 466; assignment, 
239, 406; attorney’s fees, 184, 389; bona- 


fide holder, 34, 142, 184, 221, 328, 430; bona- 
fide purchasers, 34, 52, 71, 125, 275, 310; 
bringing in new parties, 371; burden of 
proof, 71, 142; checks, 161; conditions, 466; 
evidence, 34; failure of consideration, 203; 
forgery, 406; form and contents, 371; form 
of note, 406; fraud, 430; indorsement, 142; 
203, 449, 466; innocent holders, 449; law 
merchant, 449; liability of indorser, 142, 328; 
material alteration, 71; necessity for pre- 
sentment, 184; notice, 15; parties entitled 
to sue, 203; partnership, 34; payment by 
notes, 328; payment of check, 328; place 
of payment, 292; pleading, 371, 449; pos- 
session of note, 107; power of agent, 203; 
presentment, 310; presumption of owner- 
ship, 184; promissory notes, 310; purchaser 
for value, 34: renewal, 142; stipulations, 88; 
suits, 88; time of accrual of right, 275; 
time checks,. 142; validity, 371. 


Bond—defense, 449. 


Bonds—action on, 275; construction of statutory 
bond, 466. 


Boundaries—acquiescence, 449; ascertainment 
and establishment, 311; description, 346; 
determination, 126; establishment, 161; es- 
tablishment by agreement, 107; estoppel, 
15; evidence, 203; marks on ground, 346; 


oil and gas lease, 346; particular descrip- 
tion, 311; point, 347. 
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Breach of Marriage Promise—damages, 
marriage of party making promise, 221. 


Bribery—Evidence, 292. 


Bridges—power of county commissioners, 125; 
safety of floor, 389; what constitutes, 107. 


Brokers—accepting payment from others, 275; ac- 
countability to principal, 430; commissions, 
71, 256, 347, 430; compensation 292; duty 
to obtain hfghest price, 107; employment, 
467; employment by both parties, 142; rignt 
to commissions, 34, 221, 275, 347, 371, 389; 
sale of property, 292. 


Burglary—indictment, 221: 
ship of house 430: 
constitutes, 221, 256. 


intent, 
requisites, 


161; 
389; 


owner- 
what 


Burglary Insurance—forcible and 
trance, 34. 


violent en- 


Cancellation of Instruments—additional relief, 
389: adequate legal remedy. 88, 406; equity 
jurisdiction, 256, 389: frandulent represen- 
tation, 71; instruments subject to cancella- 
tion, 107; mortgages, 221; proceedings, 239; 
remedy at law, 239: rescission, 143; res- 
cission of contract, 52; undue influence, 88. 


Carriers—action by consignor, 143; action for 
loss of live stock, 143; acts of employees 
off duty, 107; baggage, 430; bills of lading, 
34, 275, 389, 406: carriage of freight, 184; 
earriage of goods, 71, 161, 184, 328, 406, 467; 
carriage of live stock, 221; carriage of pas- 
sengers, 389; circus trains, 328; commu- 
tation ticket, 203; connecting carriers, 406; 
consignee’s delay in removing goods, 311; 
contributory negligence. 125: conversion, 
389; damages for delay in shipment, 143; 
damage to goods, 184; delay in delivery, 
107; delay in shinment, 256; delay in trans- 
portation, 107; discrimination, 239; discrim- 
ination in rates, 449: duty to assist passen- 
ger in alighting, 88; dutv to passengers, 
311; duty to protect passengers, 221; duty 
to provide suitable cars, 275; ejection of 
passenger, 71; excessive freight rates, 329; 
failure to deliver freight, 311: federal reg- 
ulation, 467; freight rates, 107, 275; freight 
shipments, 256; improner loading of cars, 


311; injury to ali¢ghtine passenger, 430; 
injury to goods, 125; injury to live stock, 
125; injury to passenger, 71, 143, 371, 406; 
injury to passenger riding on pass, 143; 


injury to property. 221; injury to shipment, 
239; interchangeable mileage ticket, 88; 
joint and several liability, 467; joint lia- 
bilitv, 449; liability as warehouseman, 311; 
liability of connecting carrier, 467; liabil- 
ity of initial carrier, 125, 203, 371; liability 
on through bill of lading. 347: lien of 
freight, 347: limitation of liability, 15, 143, 
239, 311, 431, 449: livery stable keeper, 34; 
live stock, 449 467; loss of baggage, 221: 
loss or injury to goods, 467; misconduct of 
conductor, 293; mistake in quotine rate, 
449; mistreatment of passengers. 329; na- 
ture of value of baggage, 239; negligence, 
15, 107, 431; notice as to character of ship- 


ment, 431: passengers, 53; verishable 
freight, 15; preferences and _  discrimina- 
tions, 389: presumption as to negligence, 
293; railroad commission, 275: reasonable 
care, 15; regulation of rates, 203; res ipsa 
loquitur, 293: retrospective effect of stat- 
ute, 467: right to sue, 125; shipping re- 
ceipts, 203; shipment of goods, 88; state 
regulation, 293, 406; stock yards company, 
107: stopping trains for wnassengers. 371; 
termination of liabilitv, 203; time tables, 
204: train service, 239; trespassers, 449; 
twentv-eight hour law, 275; warehouse- 
men, 389: what law governs, 71; who are 


passengers, 275, 371. 


Certiorari—existence of other remedy, 71. 





52; | Champerty and Maintenance—deed to land in 


adverse possession, 71; partition sale, 406. 


Charities—bequests, 34; charitable corporation, 
431; gift of land, 34; public or private, 449; 


testamentary gifts, 221; varying terms of 
trust, 89 

Chattel Mortgages—after acquired property, 
311; animals, 275; consideration, 1; 
constructive notice, 406; conversion, 


72; delivery of property to mortgagee, 389; 
description, 35, 467; foreclosure, 347; fore- 
closure affidavit, 35; indictment, 467; own- 
ership of property, 185; possession by mort- 
gagor, 311; possession of property, 15; re- 
cording, 275; sale of mortgaged property, 
107; validity, 15; validity as to third per- 
sons, 71; withholding from record, 389. 


Citizens—children of Indians, 256; children of 


naturalized parents, 161. 

Clerks of Courts—action on bond, 275; direc- 
tion by courts, 431. 

Commerce—intoxicatine liquors, 15: license 


tax, 406; sales. 15: safety 


appliance act, 
450; state regulation, 204. 


Common Law—Operation, 256. 


Compromise and Settlement—binding effect, 35. 
consideration, 143. s 


Conspiracy—boycott, 293; criminal liability, 275; 
elements, 347; evidence, 161; nature of of- 
fense, 389; trades unions, 15. 


Constitutional Law—amendment of _ constitu- 
tion, 125; charter of private corporation, 
450; Chinese exclusion act, 161; classifica- 
tion, 15; classification of hotels, 35; consti- 
tutional questions, 239: construction of con- 
stitution, 329: construction of constitutional 
provision, 293; construction of statutes, 293: 
dangerous employment, 15; digcretion of 
officers, 107; distribution of governmental 
powers, 293, 431; due vrocess, 221, 204, 467; 
employment of women, 221; equal protec- 
tion, 35, 406; ex post facto laws, 185; fellow 
servant rule, 256; forfeiture of land titles, 


$11; free speech, 293; impairment of con- 
tracts, 371; inheritance tax, 204; judicial 
review, 221; legislative powers, 239, 389; 


liberty to contract, 35; military law, 371; 
municipal franchises, 89: obligation of 
contract, 89: parties entitled to raise ques- 


tion, 275, 311: police power, 538, 257, 293; 
329; power of legislature, 143; presump- 
tions, 161; proceedings before corporatien 


commission, 125; prohibiting exportation of 
Philippine coin, 204; regulating boards of 
trade, 371; regulating bucket shops, 371; 
regulation of bawdy houses, 389; repeal 
of corporate charter, 221: repeal of stat- 
ute, 450; right to wear religious garb, 185; 
rules of evidence, 467; security for existing 
debts. 185; statutes, 257: taxation, 221; 
re cause of action, 143; vested rights, 
204, 7 


Contempt—Affidavit, 431; attempt to bribe jur- 


or, 72: criminal contempt, 53; decisions 
reviewable, 35: dismissal, 311; imvrison- 
ment. 239: proceedings, 128; nunishment, 


107; violation of court order, 185. 


Contracts—Acceptance, 107, 431; action for 
breach, 257: action for commissions, 275; 
action on building céntract, 389; archi- 
tect’s certificate, 431; breach, 221, 257, 431; 
breach by failure of performance, 389; 
breach of warrantv, 347; building con- 
tracts, 72, 275, 293, 347, 431, 450; burden 
of proving breach, 161; consideration, 72, 
125, 143, 185, 257, 329, 431. 450; construc- 
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tion, 53, 89, 143, 161, 185, 204, 257, 329, 347, 
71, 406; correction of mistakes, 35; debt 
of another, 450; default, 311; detection of 
fraud, 89; duress, 275, 311; estoppel, 185; 
extras, 467; fraud, 329, 450; illegal con- 
tract, 329; implied contracts, 107, 329, 450; 
impossibility of performance, 239; indem- 
nity bond, 15; insurance, 239; interpretation, 
431; joint or several interests, 204; lan- 
guage of contract, 406; legality, 347; mu- 
tuality, 126; mutuality of obligation, 239; 
mutual mistake, 293; offer and acceptance, 
107, 467; partial performance, 53; parties, 
389; parties bound, 185; parties in privy, 
371; parties to action for breach, 89; per- 
formance, 53, 72, 161, 204, 275, 293, 329; 
pleading, 143; public policy, 276; rescis- 
sion, 161, 389, 431, 467; rescission for fraud, 
53; right of action, 293; rights of pur- 
chaser, 389; sale of good will, 35; special 
contracts, 128; subsequent agreements, 293; 
tender of performance, 221; threats, 221; 
time of performance, 35, 389; validity, 276, 
371, 389, 407; waiver, 15; what law governs, 
35, 221, 347; what constitutes, 276; wrong- 
ful forfeiture, 185. 


Contribution—joint wrong door, 72; measure 
of contribution, 143. 


Conversion—equitable conversion, 89; manage- 
ment of estate, 89. 


Copyrights—infringement, 311. 


Corporations—acts of agent, 329; action by di- 
rectors, 347; agents, 329; assessments, 72; 
attacking validity of incorporation, 293; 
authority of agent, 311; authority of treas- 
urer, 161; board of directors, 72; bonds, 
161, 389; cancellation of stock, 293; capital 
stock, 15, 257; compliance with license law, 
311; consolidation, 89, 311, 467; contracts, 
293; contribution, 107; construction of pub- 
lic grants, 390; corporate name, 257; crim- 
inal prosecution, 72; dealings between 
stockholders, 371; debt limit, 431; de facto 
corporations, 107; directors. 107, 467; di- 
rectors in common with other corporation, 
431; dissolution, 221, 276, 347; dividends, 15, 
35, 72; doing business in foreign state, 204, 
293; doing business without license, 143; 
due process of law, 407; effect of dissolu- 
tion, 276; estoppel, 204, 431, 450; examina- 
tion of books, 431; execution of deed, 239; 
extent of powers, 293; false representations 
as to value of stock, 390; fiduciary relation 
of officers, 390; foreign corporations, 53, 371, 
450; fraud against minority stockholder, 
347: fraud of directors, 53; grounds for ap- 
pointing receiver, 72; heating companies, 
89; illegal sale of original stock, 221; im- 
plied authority, 450; incorporation, 35; in- 
formal acts of officers, 257; injury to mi- 
nority stockholder, 204; insolvency, 185, 
276; inspection of books, 185; legal exis- 
tence, 107; liability of officers and stock- 
holders, 161, 347; liability of subscribers 
to stock, 371; lien on stock, 108; minutes 
of legislative body, 467; necessary parties 
in suit against, 239; notice of directors’ 
meeting, 53; officers, 257; organization, 35; 
personal liability of manager, 221; persons 
entitled to sue, 53; pleadings, 72; pledge 
of stock. 128; powers, 450; powers of di- 
rectors, 467; powers of president,. 257; pow- 
er to sell corporate property, 53; preferred 
stock, 257; ye 72. 390; purchase of 
cap‘tal stock, 467; purpose stated in char- 
ter, 221; ratification of agent’s act, 390; 
real estate, 222; receivers, 53, 329, 450; re- 
ceivership, 298, 450; regulations, 407; re- 
lease of subscribers, 390; representations 
as to solvency, 15; rescission, 15; right of 
receiver of foreign corporation, 108; rights 
of minority stockholders, 161; rights of 
stockholders, 143; right to dispose of prop- 
erty, 347; right:+to prefer creditors, 53; 
right to purchase own stock, 311; right 
to sue, 72; — to sue in corporate name, 
89; right to urge ultra vires, 431; sale of 
assets, 407; sale of corporate stock, 407; 
seals, 89; service of process, 35, 222, 292; 
statutory regulations, 204; stockholders, 





143, 239; stockholder suing on behalf of 
corporation, 390; stock pool, 431; subscrip- 
tion to stock, 35, 108, 239, 276; termination 
sets, 450; trespass, 161; ultra vires dacts 
of charter, 143; torts, 15; transfer of as- 
of directors 204; ultra vires contract, 35, 
185; unlawful dividends, 390; use of prop- 
erty, 347; validity of statute, 185; visitorial 
power of state, 161; void action by direc- 
tors, 347; wrongful issuance of stock, 257; 


Costs—premium on supersedeas bond, 467; se- 
curity for payment, 126. 


Counties—contracts, 89; treasurer liability on 
bond, 143. 


Courts—appeal, 371; conclusiveness of federal 
decisions, 407; conflict of laws, 329; inter- 
pretation of state law, 390; interstate com- 
merce 53; jurisdiction, 107, 239, 276, 347, 
450; previous decision as controlling, 53: 
right given by federal statute, 107; rules of 
decision, 390; rule of procedure, 126; stare 
decisis, 15; state practice, 72. 


Covenants—action for breach, 276; breach of 
warranty, 107; joint or several liability, 
276; quiet enjoyment, 161; warranty, 89. 


Criminal Evidence—admissibility, 185, 293, 390, 
0; competency, 329; conduct of accused, 

257; geod character, 348; illegal sale of 
liquor, 185; insanity, 329; pleading, 185; 
testimony of accomplice, 185; violation of 
_ law, 185; ‘weight of evidence, 


Criminal Law—absence of accused, 371; acces- 
sories, 467; accomplice, 348; amendment 
of complaint, 293; appellate jurisdiction, 
467; arrest of judgment, 371; bill of par- 
ticulars, 257; burden of proof, 293; burg- 
lary, 311; compelling accused to incrimin- 
ate himself, 204; conclusions, 53; confes- 
sion, 126, 450; confession of alleged ac- 
complice, 390; connivance to entrap of- 
fenders, 143; corporations, 72; credibility 
of witnesses, 371; cross-examination, 222; 
defenses, 239, 257; directed verdict, 143, 
311; evidence, 15, 222, 257; evidence wrong- 
fully obtained, 161; expert testimony, 372; 
failure to examine witness, 467; former 
indictment, 72; former jeopardy, 35, 407; 
hypothetical questions, 143; instruction, 
108, 204, 222, 257, 407; intercepting letter, 
126; intoxication as a defense, 257; jeopar- 
y, 15; judgment, 329; judicial notice, 15, 
467; jurisdiction, 15; jury, 161; knowledge 
of unlawful purpose, 239; limitations, 126, 
257; new trial, 126; offense committed in 
two counties, 407; ordinance, 450; other 
offenses, 222, 240; party liable, 222, 293; 
parties to offense, 240; perjury, 276; per- 
sons acting as agent for others, 348; phy- 
sicians, 162; plea in abatement, 450; police 
power, 222; possibility of identifying per- 
son, 467; presumption of innocence, 143; 
311; prosecuting attorney, 16; prosecution, 
468; remarks of district attorney, 257; 
rights of accused, 467; ruling on motion to 
quash, 348; sealed verdict, 162; secondary 
evidence, 143; sentence, 372; sickness of 
accused, 204; testimony of accomplices, 
372; unlawful acts, 72: venue. 329; weight 
of evidence, 89; writ of error, 72. 


Criminal Trial—cross-examination, 329; mis- 
conduct of jury, 35; record, 257; reputa- 
tion of accused, 0 


Customs and Usages—application to contracts, 
348; architects, 312; evidence, 431; sale of 
standing timber, 312. 


Damages—breach of contract. 162, 329; cer- 
tainty as to amount, 450; compensatory 
damages, 240; contract or tort, 468; dis- 
missal of action, 345; discretion of jury, 
108; duty of persons injured, 35; duty to 
mitigate, 276; excessive claim, 222, 312; ex- 

















Vol. 72 


CENTRAL LAW JOURNAL. 479 








emplary damages, 407; liquidated damages, 
35, 450; mental anguish, 257; personal in- 
juries, 35, 108, 144, 204, 257; physical dis- 
figurement, 294; probability of life, 35; pu- 
nitive damages, 35, 108: question for jury, 
35; reduction of loss, 390; theory of repara- 
tion, 144. 


Dead Bodies—rights of hospital, 467. 


Death—action for wrongful death, 53; action 
surviving, 222; burden of proof, 126; cause 
of death. 53; contributory negligence, 312, 
329; liability, 185; life expectancy, 431; pre- 
sumptions as to suicide, 185; recovery for 
loss of services, 257; right to sue for death 
of parent, 222. 


Dedication—acts constituting, 390; cemetery 
driveways, 126; designation in map, 257; 
plats, 204; public easement, 390; recitals 
in deeds, 276; use of property, 407. 


Deeds—acknowledgement, 126; attempt at tes- 
tamentary disposition, 185; breach of condi- 
tions, 468; cancellation, 72, 450; considera- 
tion, 53, 329; construction, 16, 125, 240; con- 
structive delivery, 185; delivering to gran- 
tee, 450; delivery, 222, 240. 257; description, 
257; execution, 257; fee-simple estates, 431; 
fiduciary relations, 53; fraud, 450; fraudu- 
lent representations, 390; latent ambiguity, 
257; mistake, 72: possibility of interest, 467; 
presumptions, 185, 276, 390: recitals as to 
grantee, 204: requisites, 450: reservation, 
240: restrictive covenants, 89; rights of 
grantee, 222; subsequent act of grantor, 240; 
undue influence, 89; validity, 108 


Depositions—laws of other states, 372; use by 
opposite party, 240; use in evidence, 372. 


Descent and Distribution—common law, 89; ex- 
pectancies, 257; husband and wife, 35; laws 
governing, 390; liabilities, 186; liability of 
heirs, 162: riehts of heirs, 222; suit to set 
aside deed, 108; tenants in common, 144. 


Discovery—examination before trial, 162; exam- 
ination of nlaintiff before trial, 468; federal 
statutes, 222; purpose, 108. 


Dismissal and Non-suit—effect on cross action, 
144: power of court, 240; real estate, 162. 
Disorderly House—evidence, 276. 


Divorce—acceptance of decree, 329; adultery, 
258: agreement as to disposition of prop- 
erty, 294; alimony, 108, 144, 186, 204, 240, 
276, 346; community ~roperty, 222; conclu- 
siveness, 348; cruelty, 35. 240; custody of 
children, 108; defenses, 126; disposition of 
property, 450; domicile, 329; grounds, 186, 
329: insanity, 431; jurisdiction, 16; non-sup- 
port, 312; pleading, 329; sufficiency of evi- 
dence, 329; support of children, 329; tem- 

norary alimony, 240; validity of judgment, 


- 


Dower—eaquitable estoppel, 222; estoppel to as- 
sert, 89: mortgaged lands, 222; oil and gas 
lease, 126; priority, 258; property subject, 
407: rights and remedies of widow, 108; 
sale of land, 312. 


Drains—change of use, 258. 
Drunkards—head of family, 186. 


Easements—adverse character of use, 294; ad- 
verse possession, 144; creation; 162; express 
grant, 53; extent of right of way, 294; no- 
tice, 204; permissive use, 186; right of way, 
294; way of necessity, 222. 





Ejectment—allegation of title, 72; cause of ac- 
tion, 240; common source of title, 468; evi- 
dence of title, 162; laches, 372; mortgage, 
407; persons entitled to sue, 468. 


Election of Remedies—acts constituting, 276, 
432; inconsistency of alternative remedies, 
72;. necessity of election, 276; replevin, 53. 


Elections—candidates, 258; contest, 468; legis- 
lative regulations, 258. 


Electricity—care required, 390; damage to trees, 
144; defectively insulated wire, 162; duty 
to warn, 372; injuries, 312; municipal ordi- 
nances, 372; negligence, 330; res ipsa loqui- 
tur, 258; wires on street, 35. 


Embezzlement—elements, 390; intent, 276; in- 
terest in fund, 186; pledged property, 204; 
separate withdrawals from a trust fund, 


Eminent Domain—assessment of damages, 450; 
compensation, 312, 390; condemnation of 
land, 108; confirmation, 468; deed from de- 
fendant, 186; injury to land not taken, 
312; interest acquired, 204; pleading, 348; 
property for private use, 162; public service 
corporations, 53; public use, 407; rights of 
abutting owners, 72; right to exercise, 89; 
statutes, 36, 348; street railroad franchise, 
186; streets, 16; taking land under guise of 
public use, 329; unit of value, 348. 


Equity—bill of review, 16: clean hands, 16; dis- 
tribution of estate, 390; fiduciary relations, 
53; grounds of jurisdiction, 312; jurisdic- 
tion, 272: jurisdiction of the person, 186; 
laches, 258; limitations, 186; master’s report, 
390; mistake of law, 390; multifariousness, 
$07; aeons. 54, 162, 312, 348; relief against 
fraud, 72; retention of jurisdiction acquired, 
205; rights of creditors, 36; right to second- 
class postage rates, 205; statute of limita- 
tions, 348. 


Escape—aiding, 407. 
Escheat—estoppel, 372. 


Escrows—building contract, 294; nature and 
duty, 450; what constitutes, 294. 


Estates—Rule in Shelley’s case, 36. 


Estoppel—acts constituting, 36; after acquired 
title, 186; burden of proof, 312; by record, 
125; claim in action, 222; clothing another 
with apparent title, 108; contract of 
surety, 126; deeds, 36; equitable estoppel,. 
162; evidence, 144; grounds, 240; innocent 
parties, 144; matters precluded, 205; mort- 
gage, 54; national banks, 162; nature of 
estoppel, 36; persons estopped, 144; persons 
privy to grantor, 36; pleading, 54; position 
in judicial proceedings, 330; proceedings, 
390; public streets, 205; representations as 
to title, 36; res judicata, 330; silence, 16; 
what constitutes, 240. 


Evidence—accommodation indorsers, 312; action 
for water furnished, 240; admissibility, 36, 
89, 126, 222, 372, 451; admissions, 36, 390; 

- admissions by agents, 222; affirmative mat- 
ter of defense, 468; ambiguity of deed, 294; 
burden of proof, 451; chattel mortgages, 54; 
comparison of handwritings, 407; compro- 
mise, 144; conclusiveness, 240; continuance 
of condition, 330; continuing guaranty, 294; 
contracts, 108; cross-examination, 330; dec- 
larations, 89, 162; declarations by grantor, 
186; declarations of deceased, 162; exhibiting 
injury to jury, 294; expert testimony, 432; 














480 


CENTRAL LAW JOURNAL. 


No. 26 








failure to call witness, 72, 294; fire insur- 
ance, 330; gifts inter vivos, 390; hypothet- 
notice, 205, 222, 240, 390, 407, 468; judicial 
ical question, 205; insurance, 16; judicial 
records, 330; latent ambiguity, 276; law of 
sister state, 407; laws of other states, 330, 
348; mortuary table, 205; mutual benefit as- 


sociation, 468; operation of railroad, 294; 
opinion evidence, 36; opinions of non-ex- 
pert, 240; oral restrictions, 72; orders of 


railroad commission, 222; parol evidence, 
89, 108, 205, 276; patent ambiguity, 258; ped- 
igree, 127; presumption from accident, 432; 
presumption of fact, 294; presumptions, 36, 
222, 294, 330, 372; res gestae, 372; telephone 


conversation, 468; threats, 330; value, 294; 
varying contracts, 407; wills, 126; written 
contract, 240. 

Exceptions, Bill of—signature of judge, 276. 


Exchange of Property—performance, 186; right 
to rely upon representations, 407. 


Execution—amendment of return, 348; estates 
in remainder, 72; nature and form, 240. 


Executors and Administrators—appointment, 
258; assets, 390; capacity to sue, 390; caveat 


emptor, 468; claims barred by limitations, 
408; compensation, 294; death of partner, 
186; deposits in solvent bank, 408; duties 


of executors, 240; insolvent estate, 372; lia- 
bility of administrator, 72, 144; liability of 
bidder at sale, 72; management, 294; mort- 
gagor as mortgagee’s personal representa- 
tive, 390: necessity for administration, 126; 
partial distribution, 72; payment of lega- 
cies, 89; proof of claim, 432; purchase bv 
administrator at own sale, 468; sale of land, 
390; settlement of estate, 348; special admin- 
istration, 312; val’dity of sale, 276. 


Exemptions—conditional sale, 240; 


stitutes, 391. 


what con- 


Explosives—blasting, 391; negligence, 222; pub- 
lic nuisance, 54 
432; 


Extradition—persons subject to, power of 


governor, 391. 
Factors—instructions, 451. 


False Imprisonment—acts constituting, 312; de- 
fenses, 54; evidence, 312; incompetent ward, 
408; issue and proof, 222; knowledge of ar- 
rest, 72: what constitutes, 54; confidence 
game, 432; elements of offense, 258; indict- 
ment, 312; representation of solvency, 54. 


Federal Courts—appeal from district court, 162; 
concurrent jurisdiction, 162; foreign or alien 
corporation, 186; interstate railroads, 186; 
jurisdiction, 205, 258, 312, 408; libel in gov- 
ernment reservation, 312; matters of pro- 
bate, 391; new trial, 54; state decisions, 
186; state statutes, 54. 

Ferries—federal statutes, 258. 

Fire Insurance—action on policy, 36; burden of 
proof, 90; by-laws of mutual company, 294; 
construction, 330, 432; earthquakes, 54; equi- 
ty of redemption, 126; false representations, 
89, 240; immediate notice, 144; increase of 
hazard, 222, 408; insurable interest, 276; 
iron safe clause, 186; measure of loss, 36; 
ownership of property, 294; parol contract, 
162; rights and liabilities, 330; stipulations, 
127; subrogation, 276; title to property, 144; 
vacancy of property, 432; waiver of policy 
conditions, 126; wife’s clothing, 451. 


Fixtures—betweeg land-owners and mortgagee, 
222; chattels, 432; improvements by tenant, 
294; intent to annex, 451; machinery, 16; 
removal, 144; rights of licensee, 73; trade 
fixtures, 432. 





Food—right to prohibit sale, 54. 


Forcible Entry and Detainer—peaceable — pos- 
session, 162. e 


Foreign Corporations—isolated transactions, 16: 
liability of stockholders, 16. 


Forgery—elements of offense, 330; indictments, 
90, 162; sufficiency of evidence, 258. 





Franchises—construction, 36. 


Fraud—accrual of action, 391; actionable fraud, 
330; action for damage, 240; burden of 
proof, 312; concealment, 16; confidential re- 
lations, 391; duty to disclose facts, 451; 
election of remedies, 294; elements, 144; 
knowledge and intent, 73; measure of dam- 
ages, 348; misrepresentations, 144; mistake, 
144; persons liable, 144; pleading, 348; pre- 
sumptions, 54; release, 90; remedy of buyer, 
330; representations by seller, 144; suffi- 
ciency of evidence, 54. 


Frauds, Statute of—agreement in consideration 
of marriage, 258; agreement to acquire land, 
36; avoidance by possession, 432; boundary 
line, 468; contract for sale of land, 54; con- 
tract in part within the statute, 432; con- 
tracts enforceable, 348; contracts not to be 
performed within year, 391; contracts of 
purchase, 162; contracts relating to land, 
108; conveyance between husband and wife, 
126; debt or default of another 294; debts, 
276; delivery of stock, 451; implied con- 
tracts, 127; interest in land, 36, 276, 348; 
leases, 54, 73; nature of defense, 276; note 
of another, 408; operation, 54; options, 391; 
original or collateral promise, 258; original 
undertaking, 73; part performance, 432, 468; 
payment of corporate debts, 312; pleading, 
108, 258, 372, 451; promise to convey land, 
o4; promise to pay debt of another, 276, 330; 
promise to answer for another’s default, 
128; requisites, 408; sale of corporate stock, 
348: sale of goods, 348; sale of standing 
timber, 468; to whom statute available, 108; 
written contracts, 90, 451. 


Fraudulent Conveyances—actual fraud, 162; con- 
sideration, 372; conveyance of life estate to 
wife, 90; deed of mortgage, 16; fraud, 294; 
husband and wife, 391; intent, 408; invalid 
transactions, 127; lands subject, 294; pref- 
erences, 54, 108; preferring creditors, 223; 
right of conveyance, 54; sales in bulk, 36; 
transfer of personalty, 144, 276; validity, 
258, 348; voluntary conveyances, 276; weight, 
391. 


Game—prohibition of shipment out of state, 
54. 


Gaming—criminal offense, 240; future delivery 
of goods, 36; gambling contract, 73; recov- 
ery of stake, 54; right to recover money, 
408; suit for money lost, 16. 


Garnishment—collateral attack, 36; funds sub- 
ject to, 108; liability of garnishee, 330; liqui- 
dated claims, 90; ownership of fund, 372; 
property subject, 258; salary, 240; service 
of process, 36; waiver of exemption, 432. 


Gas—care required, 408; regulations, 54. 

Gas Companies—injuries from escaping gas, 372. 

Gifts—delivery, 240; inter vivos, 36, 391; parol 
gift of land, 330; revocation by death, 54; 
subsequent mortgage, 258. 


Good Will—breach, 36, 372; definition, 391; right 
of purchaser, 348; sale, 205, 330. 
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Grand Jury—control by judge, 16; plea in abate- 
ment, 54; reeall of, 16. ; 


Guaranty—acceptance, 109, 144; construction of 
contract, 54; payment of rent, 186; requi- 
sites, 312; who may enforce, 391. 


Guaranty Insurance—principal and surety, 109. 


Guardian and Ward—action by ward, 312; care 
of ward’s property, 240; death of guardian, 
294; purchase of ward’s property, 258; sale 
of real estate, 36; setting aside sale of 
land, 277; settlement of estate, 294. 


Habeas Corpus—custody of children, 126, 186; 
invalid ord’nance, 277; nature and scope, 
228; questions reviewable, 144; review of 
judgment, 186, 205; validity, 277. 


Highways—automobiles, 186, 223; establishment, 
348, 408; obligation of travelers, 90; road 
tax, 451. 


Homestead—abandonment, 312; adopted child, 
16; allotment as between heirs, 294; assign- 
ment to widow, 54; exemptions, 144, 186; 
husband and wife, 127; joint deed, 144; lim- 
itations, 372; mortgage, 162; possession of 
widow, 73; rights of divorced wife, 205; 
termination, 16. 


Homicide—agegression, 330; burden of proof, 258; 
co-conspirators, 391; degrees, 432; dying 
declarations, 92, 94; effect of lack of skill- 
ful treatment, 127; evidence, 223, 258, 312, 
330; excusable homicide, 408; in commis- 
sion of other offense, 348; instructions, 36, 
54, 468; intervening cause of death, 36; in- 
voluntary manslaughter, 468; justifiable 
homicide, 90; malice, 468; manslaughter, 240, 
312; murder, 391; peace officer, 240; pre- 
meditation, 408; presumptions, 145, 187; pre- 
venting escape of prisoner, 127; prosecu- 
tion, 468; self-defense, 109, 127, 145, 223, 451; 
threats, 312; use of deadly weapons, 162. 


Husband and Wife—action for alienation of af- 
fection, 554; agency of husband, 145; alien- 
ation of affection, 16, 36, 330, 348, 408; ali- 
mony, 187; ante-nuptial agreement, 109; as- 
signment of mortgage, 451; authority as 
agent, 277; bona-fide purchaser, 312; com- 
munity debts, 294; community property, 
313, 330, 408; contracts of married woman, 
162; contractural capacity of wife, 73; con- 
veyance between, 36; conveyance by wife, 
313; conveyance of land, 36; conveyance of 
property, 294: enforcement of trust, 109; 
estate by entirety, 258; estoppel, 187, 451; 
estoppel of wife, 187; expenditure by wife 
for necessaries, 277; fraudulent representa- 
tions by husband, 205; funeral expenses 
of wife, 391; injuries to wife, 348; joint 
tenane, 205; joint transactions, 90; liability 
of husband, 55; living together, 109; mar- 
ried women, 145; necessaries furnished by 
wife, 432; obligations of wife, 36; parties 
plaintiff, 372; partnerships, 127; right of 
action, 36; rights of parties, 391; rights of 
wife, 408; right to consortium, 55; separate 
allowance, 16; separate estate, 294; sepa- 
rate maintenance, 187, 348; separate prop- 
erty, 240; suretyship of married woman, 55; 
tenants in common, 145; torts of wife, 205; 
wife’s separate estate, 205. 


Indemnity—impl’ed contracts, 348; persons en- 
titled, 109; suit for, 16. 


Indians—lands, 372; non-intercourse act, 16; 
sale of liquors, 258. 


Indictment and Information—burglary and lar- 
ceny, 468; caption, 162; charging two of- 
fences, 258; exceptions, 16; jonder of of- 
fenses, 258; names of witnesses, 258; nature 
of offense charged, 330; presumption of reg- 
ularity, 90; statutory offenses, 241; sufficien- 
cy of accusation, 90, 187; value of prop- 
erty, 468. 





Infants—capacity to commit crime, 432; con- 
tracts, 468; juvenile courts, 223; next friend, 
127; responsible for crime, 295. 


Injunction—action on bond, 223; adequacy of 
remedy at law, 295, 313, 348; change of pos- 
session, 16; cutting timber 73; dissolution, 
223; enactment of ordinance, 127; errone- 
ous issuance, 330; injury to business, 258; 
irreparable injury, 55, 241; liability for dam- 
ages, 258; mines and minerals, 127; motion 
to dissolve, 223; political questions, 295; 
preventive remedy, 187; property subject 
to relief, 187; relief, 313; remedy at law, 109; 
right to sue, 391; subjects, 241; subjects of 
protection 432; unfair competition, 16; un- 
lawful contracts, 223; use of property, 432; 
violation, 372. 


Improvements—preferences, 277. 


ian iesoee-Snegea. 73; intoxicated persons, 


Insane persons—conveyances, 223, 432: inquisi- 
tion, 73; sale of land, 90; torts, 187. 


Insurance—assignment of benefits, 36; benefi- 
ciliary, 145; construction of bond, 16, 109; 
defense, 17; delivery, 17; dissolution of com- 
pany, 145; duty of members, 163; duty to 
insurance, 109; life policies, 330; premium 
— 17; unearned premium, 17; variance, 


Interest—compound interest, 391; debt or dam- 
age, 391; unliquidated damages, 109. 


Interpleader—lien of materialmen, 223; persons 
entitled. 223. 


Interstate Commerce—common carriers, 468; do- 
ing business in state, 277; express com- 
panies, 451; foreign corporations, 228, 451; 
injury to railroad employee, 241; power of 
states, 168; powers, 469; private banks, 187; 
regulating liability of common carrier, 318; 
shipment of liquor, 432; state interference, 
143; telegraph companies, 205, 330; trans- 
portation of liquor, 223; what constitutes, 
37, 205; when shipment becomes, 205. 
205; when shipment becomes, 205. 


Intoxicating Liquors—action against saloon- 
keeper, 17; action for civil damages, 37; 
civil damage action, 277; illegal sale, 187, 
223, 241: injunction, 17: license, 55, 145, 408; 
local option election, 223; local option law, 
90; medicinal comvound, 17; parties liable 
for illegal sale, 145; principals and accesso- 
ries, 408; regulation by legislature, 145; res 


adjudicata, 258: revocation of license, 432; 
right to sell, 259; sales, 408; sales to mi- 
nors, 469: search warrant. 408; unlawful 


sale, 17, 73, 90; validity of insurance, 241; 
violation of prohibition law, 469. 


Joint adventures—mutual duties, 330. 
Joint Tenancy—creation, 163. 


Judgment—amendments, 90; arrest, 73; arrest 
of judgment. 241; collateral attack, 73, 127, 
451, 432, 469; conclusiveness, 90, 145, 163, 
223; confession, 451; consent judgment, 55; 
disaualification of judge, 432; estoppel, 432; 
in favor of person in default, 295; joint lia- 
bility. 313, 451: judz@ments on pleading, 73; 


jurisdiction, 17; laches, 163; matters con- 
cluded, 295; merger and bar. 277; names 
of parties, 295; pleading, 469; requisites, 
295; res judicata, 37; subjects, 408; tort 
feasors, 17; vacating. 391; vacating after 
term, 205; validity, 91; want of jurisdic- 
tion, 73. 


Judicial Sales—caveat emptor, 330; confirma- 
tion, 55: defect in title, 241; irregularities, 
378; rights of bidders, 241. 


Jury—demurrer to evidence, 145; federal con- 
stitution, 408; right to jury trial, 205, 241, 
295; waiver, 127. 


Justices of the Peace—pleadings, 469; recall of 
process, 223. 
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Landlord and Tenant—action for rent, 331; ad- 
verse possession, 109; attornment, 391: 
breach of covenant for quiet enjoyment, 349; 
breach of lease by tenant, 163; care of prem- 
ises, 73; covenants in lease, 145; dis- 
turbance of possession, 259; estoppel 
to deny title, 349; eviction, 432; forcible de- 
tainer, 433; fraudulent representations, 187; 
husband and wife. 408: landlord’s lien, 55, 
469; landlord’s title. 408; leases, 277, 408; 
liability for rent, 241; liability for repairs, 
277: liability of lessor, 55; mistake, 408; 
negligence, 469; notice to terminate ten- 
ancy, 391; payment of rent, 313; personal in- 
inries, 241; rescission, 17: rights of lessee, 
321; rights of landlord, 349; right of ten- 
ant to remove property. 408; special taxes, 
187: surrender of leased premises, 90; title 
of landlord, 37; use and enjoyment of prem- 
ises, 241; voluntary surrender of lease, 109; 
waste by tenant, 127. 


Larceny—Elements of offense, 259. 408: grades 
of offense, 73; offenses by bailee, 187; pos- 
session of stolen goods, 55; valve of prop- 
erty stolen, 205; what constitutes, 313. 


Liability Insurance—ambiguity, 373; construc- 
tion of contract, 313; effect of acceptance 
of policy, 349: employee's rights against 
insurance company, 145; waiver of breach of 
warranty, 313. 


Libel and Slander—burden of proof, 55; coun- 
ter charves and self-defense. 331; damages, 
109; defamation of the dead, 17; innuendo, 
145; intent and malice. 373; justification, 17; 
libelous publication, 90; libel per se, 277; 
malice, 241, 277; privileged communications, 
277. 391: question for jury, 433: request by 
person libeled, 408; what constitutes, 277. 


Licenses—occupations, 259; revocability, 163. 
Liens—eqnuitable liens, 109; improvements, 295; 
life estates, 391; personal property, 163. 

Life Fstates—imnrovements. 9%; obligations of 
life tenant, 241: sale of timber, 349; sub- 
jection to debts, 55. 

Life Insurance—application, 109; assignment, 
313, 433; assignment of interest, 163; breach 
of contract, 90; burden of proof, 109, 373; 
cause of death, 313; construction of policy. 
277; death from intoxication, 37; dutv of 
agent, 55; false representations by agent, 
55; foreign company, 259: fraternal benefit 
societies, 55; fraud in obtaining, 90; in- 
creasing hazard, 90: mistake in issuance, 
469; non-payment of assessment, 408; pay- 
ment of premium, 205: questions for jury, 


349; representations, 259; rescission after 
death, 55; right of beneficiary to attack 
loan, 469; sound health, 223: statement as 


to former illnesses, 373: waiver of payment 
of premium, 187; what law governs, 55. 


Limitation of Actions—accounts, 37; accrual of 
eause of action, 109; action on mortgage, 
872 ; action on note, 451: common law rule. 
433: debts dve on demand, 241: demand 
notes, 3738: effect of bar of princiral debt, 
349; exceptions, 145; filing of defective com- 
plaint, 163; fraud, 469: fraudulent conceal- 
ment. 295; infancy, 331; ‘interest coupons. 
295; loans for indefinite time, 127: loss of 
freight. 313: mortgares, 451; partial pav- 
ment, 73. 373: scire facias to revive jude- 
ment, 205; pleading, 205: presumptions, 241; 
preventing running of statute. 259; public 
rights, 17; scope of statute, 391; suspension 
of statute, 55; trust. 433: validity of statute, 
433; what law governs, 109. 


Livery Stable Keeners—injury to hired horse 
and vehicle, 313. 

Logs ?nd Log¢ing—assignments of contracts, 
109; removal of timber, 469; sales, 408. 


Malicious. “Prosecution—admissibility of  evi- 
dence, 433; corporations, 331; nature of ac- 
tion 55; obedience to injunction, 163; prob- 
able cause, 128, 433; termination of suit, 
145; want of probable cause, 223. 





. 

Mandamus—action against officer, 433; ade- 
quacy of other remedy, 73; carriers, 241; 
compensation act, 17; grounds, 55, 259; lach- 
es, 17; levy of tax to pay bonds, 295; lia- 
bility act, 17; nature of proceedings, 187; 
officers, 391; permanent relief, 408; recovery 


of property, 73; relief, 37; remedy at law, 
313; safe place to work, 17; subjects of 
relief, 91; suspensive appeal, 349; when 
granted, 55. 

Marriage—common law, 295; evidence, 409; 
fraud, 277; previous marriage, 73; voida- 
bility, 349. 

Marshaling Assets and Securities—release of 


part of security, 241; rights of subsequent 

lienors, 163. 

Master and Servant—admissibility of evidence, 
223; anticipation of dangers, 313; assault by 
servant, 91; assumed risk, 37, 109, 163, 187, 
259, 295, 313, 331, 469; authority of ser- 
vant, 37; benefit reference, 433; breach of 
contract, 433; burden of proof, 145; care re- 
quired in general, 469; competency of fellow 
servants, 295; concurrent negligence, 391; 
contributory negligence, 37, 205, 259, 331; 
dangerous occupation, 73; dangerous places, 
37, 109; defective appliances, 145, 277; de- 
fective materials, 409: defective staging, 
73; direction by superior, 127; discharge, 
391; duty of master, 187; duty of railway 
engineer, 433; duty of trainmen, 331; duty 
to employ competent servants, 187; duty to 
guard machinery, 277; duty to instruct, 55, 
127; employer’s duty, 127; evidence as to 
defective tool, 109; existence of relation, 
331; failure to guard machinery, 109; fail- 
ure to instruct servant, 469; federal em- 
ployer’s liability act, 313; fellow servants, 
55, 91, 259. 373, 433, 451, 469; humanitarian 
doctrine, 295; incompetency of employee, 37; 
injury to servant, 55, 205, 241, 259, 277, 
313, 349, 391, 409, 433; injury to third per- 
sons, 37; instructions to servant, 145; joint 
liability of vice principal, 295; knowledge 
of master of defects, 295; labor liens, 223; 
liability at common law, 145; liability for 
negligence. 127; liability for negligence of 
servant, 187; liability of master, 187: loco- 
motive engineers, 451: medical treatment. 
223; negligence, 223, 331, 349; negligence of 
fellow servant, 373; negligence of in- 
dependent contractor, 55; negligence of ser- 
vants, 331; negligence of superintendent, 
295; negligent signals, 451; notice of de- 
fects, 349, 391; obedience to foreman, 259; 
obligation of master, 109, 127; obvious dan- 
gers, 241: promise to repair, 163, 433; proxi- 
mate, 349; question for court and jury, 259; 
right to profits, 163; rules of master, 469; 
safe appliances, 259, 295, 331; safe imple- 
ments of work, 331; safe nlace to work, 91, 
223, 241, 295, 391, 433; set-off against em- 
ployee, 91; simple tools, 49:1; suspension of 
relation, 331; time to remedy defective ma- 
chinery, 331; torts of servant, 259, 349; un- 
safe place to work, 469; vice principal, 277, 
433: violation of rules, 145; volunteer, 128; 
warning of danger, 187, 331; youth and in- 
experience, 331. 


295, 


Mechanics’ Liens—Rond of Contractor, 17: 
ings separate from land, 37; disclaimer, 
331; enforcement. 451: erection of build- 
ings, 55; judgment against married wom- 
an, 187: lienable items, 17; meterisl, 331; 
material men, 145, 187; nature of right, 331; 
payment to builder, 295; persons enti- 
tled. 163; proceedings to obtain, 110; re-* 
pairs by tenant, 331; right to enforce, 91; 
set-offs, 55: sub-contractors, 187; undis- 
closed agency, 313. 


Mines and Minerals—adverse possession. 409; 
duty to support surface land, 126; evict‘on, 
259; forest reserve, 241: injurv to land, 373; 
leases, 373; location, 849: mineral waters, 
249; mining claims, 73. 163. 205; oil lease, 
277; public mineral lands, 295: riehts of co- 
tenants, 295: right to exploit lands, 241; 
what are minerals, 223. 


build- 


Money Prid—right of action, 373; voluntary pay- 
ment, 1 
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Money Received—grounds of action, 241; right 
of action, 433. 


Monopolies—action for damages, 451: collateral 
contract, 37; combinations prohibited, 391; 
conspiracy in restraint of trade, 451. 


Mortgages—adverse possession, 295; agreements 
constituting, 331; assignment, 163; bona- 
fide purchasers, 223, 295; construction, 373; 
conveyance by mortgagor, 91; dedication of 
mortgaged land, 259; deeds absolute, 37, 206, 
349, 433; extension of time, 145; facts put- 


ting on inquiry, 206: foreclosure, 55, 110, 
163, 206, 223. 392, 409; gift, 17; liens, 127; 
life estate, 55; marketable title, 110; pos- 


session by mortgagor, 349; quantum of 
proof, 73; record, 73; relation between par- 


ties, 373; rights of bidders, 241; right to 
foreclose, 145; sale under first mortgage, 
392; suit to foreclose, 373; transactions 


constituting, 145; transfer, 392; trust deed, 
91; wrongful foreclosure, 331. 


Municipal Corporations—abatement of nuisance, 
451: abutting street owners, 433; action on 
nolice officer’s bond, 91; assessment for pub- 
lic improvements, 295; automobile races, 
409; collateral attack, 296; concurrent cor- 
porations, 110; contracts, 296; contributory 
negligence, 296; damages, 373; defects in 
streets. 349; excavation in street, 223; grant 
of right to use street, 91; grant of water 
works franchise, 187; indebtedness, 206; in- 
junctions, 37; injury to pedestrian, 37, 331; 
liability for arrests under void ordinances, 
392; liability for negligence, 145: liability 
for negligence of officer, 469: liability for 
overflowing sewers, 313; liability of abut- 
ting street owner, 451: liabilitv to garnish- 
ment, 469: lighting plants. 163: ministerial 
duties, 206; negligence, 206, 313: neglect of 
duty, 259: obstructions in street, 91: ordi- 
nances, 224; ownership of records, 249; po- 
lice power, 55, 128, 331: powers, 259: pre- 
sumptions, 73; prosecution under estray or- 
dinance, 469; public improvements, 37, 73, 
187, 224, 373, 433; public streets, 163; rati- 
fication of unauthorized act. 163; regculating 
speed of motor vehicles, 206; richts of pe- 
destrians, 373; right to statutory lien, 224; 
service of citation, 469: sidewalks, 241: spe- 
cial tax, 277, 331; streets. 331, 433; street 
improvements, 73, 259, 409: nse of streets, 
127, 206, 296; violation of ordinances, 187. 


Names—idem sonans, 187; signature by initial, 
277. 


Nav'gable waters—access to wharf, 259; accre- 
tion of reclamation. 37; effect of colonial 
charters, 392; highways, 433; islands, 250; 
littoral rights, 241; obstruction, 242. 


Negligence—accident. 242; acts in emergency, 
224: action for death of child, 163; discov- 
ered peri!, 433: duty to warn, 373; care re- 
quired of infants, 37; children, 277; con- 
tributory negligence, 145; evidence, 187; 
fellow servants, 55; imputed negligence, 91, 
127, 409: injuries incident to business, 313; 
instructions, 409; intervening agency, 392; 
joint liability, 469; last clear chance, 73; 
liability of contractor. 224: licensee. 259; 
negligence of parent, 37; pleadine, 163, 296, 
313, 451; proximate cause, 91, 259, 296, 313, 
469; presumption from collapse of wall, 
392° questions of law and fact, 127, 392; rail- 
road turntable cases, 469; res ipsa loquitur, 
145, 188, 349; sudden peril, 349; violation 
of ordinance, 91; willful negligence, 242. 


New Trial—eranting and denying in part, 37; 
newly-discovered evidence, 17, 331; passion 
and prejudice, 313. 


Notice—actual notice, 331; statutory provisions, 
433. 


Novation—effect, 37. 


Nuisance—abatement. 17; action for abatement, 
349; damages, 206, 349; equitable relief, 349; 


exercise of lawful rights, 127; injunction, 
110. 163; liability for, 433; parties liable, 
188; persons entitled to sue, 409; right to 


use property, 277; what constitutes, 37. 





Obscenity—giving picture to child, 224. 


Officers—compensation, 409, 452; de facto offi- 
cer, 277; disqualification, 91; election of in- 
eligible person, 332; fees, 37; knowledge of 
law, 206; liability on official bonds, 392; 
powers, 278; suspension pending hearing 
of charges, 392. 


Parent and child—advancements, 56; custody of 
child, 56, 392; emancipation, 91, 127; lia- 
bility for negligent acts of child, 332; lia- 
bility for torts of child, 74; right to child’s- 
earnings, 145. 


Parties—bringing in new parties, 145; joint tort 
feasors, 146; matters of abatement, 392. 


Partition—action between heirs, 832; acts of 
parties, 224; decree for petition, 56; im- 
provements by co-tenant, 74; parties, 224; 
proceedings, 146; rights of purchaser at 
sale, 146; sale or actual possession, 433; 
sale or division, 409; sufficiency of petition, 
296; title to property, 188; trust estate, 206. 


Partnership—action between where common 
membership exists, 278; actions, 17, 409; acts 
of surviving partner, 242; contracts, 278; 
conveyances, 278; debts of old firm, 296; dis-~ 
solution, 91, 296, 313, 349, 373; essentials, 
392; holding out, 206; individual liability, 
146: joint adventures, 433; liability after 
notice of dissolution, 146; liability for neg- 
ligence, 146; liability of partners, 188; note 
executed by partner, 332; real estate, 278; 
retirement of partner, 332; rights cf sur- 
viving partner, 373; sharing profits as com- 
pensation, 433; title of survivor, 349; undis- 
closed partner, 146. 


Patents—assignment, 332; chemical compound, 
56; contributory infringement, 56; construc- 
tion, 314; corporation, 17; designs, 56; equip- 


ments, 18; improvement patents, 242; In- 
fringement, 242; interference suit, 91; in- 
vention, 278; new combination of old ele- 
ments, 56; patentability, 18; reissues, 56; 


validity, 91; validity of infringement, 56. 


Payment—application, 332, 349, 392; application 
of money wrongfully obtained, 146; applica- 
tion to debts, 110; burden of proof, 163; dis- 
honored check, 314; duress, 37; general de- 
nial, 18; mistake of fact, 373; payment by 
notes, 314; presumption, 146, 452; recovery, 
470; requisites, 91; rights of debtor, 470. 


Peace Bond—breach of peace, 127. 
Penalties—pleadings, 188; statutes, 91. 


Perjury—indictment, 433; materiality, 188, 349; 
nature and elements of offense: 374 


Perpetuities—common law rule, 224; conditions 
in deed, 125; creating future estate, 278; 
definition, 126; suspension of power of alien- 
ation, 278. 


Physicians and Surgeons—degree of care re- 
quired, 188; malpractice, 392; services, 278. 


Pleading—amendment, 278; complaint, 278; com- 
plaint containing several causes of action, 
45z; contributory negligence, 163; counter- 
claim, 332; demurrer to answer, 74; nature 
of issues, 224; negligence, 74; variance, 38, 


233 


Pledges—brokers, 470; disposition of collateral 
bv pledgee, 278; foreclosure, 91; nature of 
ee 314; rights of pledgee, 224, 242;. 
sale, 91. 


Post Office—use of mail, 452. 
Powers—life estates, 146. 


Principal and Agent—authority of agent, 92, 128,. 
1 188, 259, 260; contracts of agents, 374; 
delivery of uncompleted instrument, 92; evi- 
dence, 242; existence of relation, 188, 470; 
fiduciary relation, 434; fraud of agent, 452; 
implied authority, 349; imputed knowledge, 
278; liability of agent, 146, 314; liability of 
agent of undisclosed principal, 392; mistake 








484 CENTRAL LAW JOURNAL. 





No. 26 








in valuation of land, 224; performance of 
acts by agent, 92; power of attorney, 74; 
punitive damages, 18; purchase by agent 
at tax sale, 38; ratification of unauthorized 
act, 278; repudiation of contract, 296; scope 
of agent’s author'ty, 92; secret limitations, 
146; undisclosed principal, 188. 


Principal and Surety—building contracts, 206; 
consideration, 146; constructior. 18; con- 
struction of bond, 128, 470; construction of 
contract, 332; contracts, 127, 128; contract 
of suretyship, 110, 434; contribution, 74; dis- 
charge of surety, 56, 163, 260, 314; enforce- 
ment of judgment against surety, 314: exe- 
cution of new note, 470; fraud, 164; liability, 
409; notice of loss, 392; liability of surety. 
146, 278: notice to surety, 296; release of 
surety, 188, 296: remedy of surety, 38, 392; 
res judicata, 188; signatures, 409; surety 
company, 18. 


Priorities—liens, 74. 


Process—amendment, 92; power to issue, 92; 
residence, 296; return, 146. 


Prohibition—existence of remedy by appeal, 74. 
Property—rights of land-owners, 242. 


Public Lands—conclusiveness of patent, 188: 
general land laws, 128; grants. 350; mis- 
taken location, 374; rights of patentees, 164; 
sales, 242; title by occupancy, 38. 


Quieting Title—cloud on title, 409: mortgagee in 
possession, 242: persons entitled to relief. 
409: nossession of plaintiff, 452, 470; unpaid 
mortgage, 452. 


Quo Warranto—nature of remedy, 409. 


Railroads—absence of headlight, 260; accidents 
at crossing, 470: announcement of station, 
128; care required, 350, 409, 470: commence- 
ment of relation to nassenger, 242; commu- 
nicated fires, 92: covenants in agreement 
to purchase land, 374: crossine accidents, 
110, 146, 350, 470; duty of approaching cross- 
ing. 110; duty to fence tracks, 409; duty to 
keep a lookout, 470; duty to look and lis- 
ten, 92; duty toward intoxicated passenger, 
409: duty toward trespassers, 188; eminent 
domain 164: fences, 409: fires set bv en- 
gine, 128; frightening animals. 110; injuries 
at crossing, 409; injury to alichtine pas- 
senger, 128, 260; injury to animals, 296; in- 
jury to passengers, 164, 350; iniurv to per- 
son assisting passenger, 260: injury to tres- 
passers on track, 434; invitation extended 
for crossing cars, 409; joint tort feasors, 18; 
killine live stock. 38: mileage books, 206: 
mortgages, 296; neglirence. 374; negligent 
fires, 452: obstruction of highway. 242: occu- 
pation of street, 56: oneration of telegraph 
lines, 409: p»ssengers, 224: nersons on track, 
296; vnower to regulate, 470; proper facili- 
ties, 350: relation of carrier and passenger, 
242: rieht of way, 38, 434; riehts in streets, 
74: riehts of licensee, 74: right to use street. 
92: safetv appliance statute, 409; service of 
process, 392; speed laws, 434; stop, look and 
listen, 374; torts of servant, 164; travelers 
7a erossings, 470; violation of ordinance, 


Rape—Detaining female. 314: 
prosecutrix’s reputation, 128. 


evidence, 18; 


Receivers—anrointment, 92, 292; contracts, 332; 
counsel fees. 110: remedv of conditional 
seller, 409; tenants in common, 410. 


Receiving Stolen Goods—elements of offense, 
146; what constitutes, 260. 


Reference—findings of referee, 452; power of 
court, 260. 


Reformation of Instruments—deeds, 38; laches, 
260; matters subject to reformation, 74; 
mistake, 91, 128, 164, 242, 374; mutual mis- 
take, 206. 





Release—consideration, 56; joint tort feasors, 
434; marriage. promise, 56; release of one 
joint tort feasor, 410; validity, 188, 242. 


Religious ‘ocieties—action by ecclesiastical au- 
thorities, 470; conveyances, 110; doctrine of 
belief, 92; expulston from, 18. 


Remainders—limitations, 374. 


Removal of Causes—causes removable, 278, 452; 
cit‘zenship, 224; dismissal, 332; diverse citi- 
zenship, 38; fraudulent joinder, 260; 
grounds, 188, 242; separable controversy, 18, 
314; suits removable, 56. 


Replevin—erowing crops, 146; liability on bond, 
296; pleading. 410: release of surety, 374; 
relief to defendant, 332. 


Rewards—persons entitled, 278. 
Riots—elements of offense, 38. 
Robbery—evidence, 350; what constitutes, 188. 


Sales—acceptance, 224, 314, 332. 424: action for 
price, 374; books of accownt, 242; bona-fide 
purchasers, 350; breach, 278: breach of con- 
tract, 350: breach of warranty, 350; buyer’s 
defense, 242; conditional sale, 242; consid- 
eration, 260; contract, 224, 332, 452; dam- 
ages for breach, 224; delivery, 452; execu- 
tory contract, 410: express warranty, 434; 
failure to deliver, 434; false representations, 
74; fraud. 188; illeralitv of purpose, 38; 
implied warranty. 110: insolvency, 18; lien 
for vrice, 296: life estates, 260; “more or 
less.” 18: notice of equity. 18: offer and 
accentance, 470; oral warrantv. 92; order for 
goods, 188, 296; partial rescission, 164: pass- 
ine of title, 146. 892, 452; navment of price, 
452: purchaser’s remedy. 332; readiness to 
deliver, 278: remedv of buver. 332: repndia- 
tion of contract, 128; rescission, 18. 38, 74, 
410, 434; rescission by buyer, 56; right to in- 
terest. 146: right of rescission, 188; short- 
age, 224: tender of delivery. 410; time of 
payment, 260; warranty, 18. 434. 


Searches and Seizures—arrest, 224; exemplary 
damages, 452. 

Seduction—elements of offense, 74; evidence, 
260. 


Set-off and Counterclaim—recounment, 56; right 
of defendant, 224; waiver, 350. 


Sheriffs and Constables—excuses for non-re- 
turn, 214: failure to levy on sufficient goods, 
314: liahilitv on bond, 452, 470; wrongful 
execution, 128. 


Specific Performance—consideration, 188: con- 
tract for sale of real estate. 164: contracts 
enforceable, 278, 314. 350. 352, 374, 410, 452: 
contracts founded in fraud. 92: ‘contract 
signed only by purchaser, 126; contract to 
convey. 92; defective execution, 350; defenses, 
434: discretion of court, 434; estoppel to 
urge objection, 452; improvements, 410; joint 
contracts, 37; iudicial discretion. 332; loca- 
tion of railroad division point, 56; mutual- 
ity, 146; nature, 392; obiections of relief, 
206: parol gift of land, 164; sufficiency of 
petition, 374; venue, 29&; verbal sale of land, 
206: want of mutuality. 260; where full 
performance impossible, 314. 


States—act authorizing issuance of bonds. 242; 
liability for damages, 242; powers, 296. 


Statutes—construction, 146, 206, 410: inconsis- 
tent acts, 188; implied repeal, 56; special 
legislation, 18. 


Street Railroads—care requ'red. 38, 434; care 
required in overating car, 314; crossing ac- 
cident, 242; duty to observe vigilance, 296; 
duty toward alighting passenger, 374; exces- 
sive speed, 224, 434; frightenine animals. 
164, 410; injuries at crossings, 332; injury 
to passenger, 278, 332; injurv to person on 
track, 350: negligence. 92, 224. 350; negli- 
gence of passenger, 38: oneration of cars, 
56: ordinance requiring fenders, 164; re- 
fusal to pay fare, 434. 
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Subrogation—rights of surety, 296; vendor’s 
lien, 74. 


Subscriptions—conditions, 146. 


Sunday—amusements, 164; contracts. 314, 332; 
police power, 470; power of legislature, 188. 


Taxation—assessment, 110, 128, 146, 164, 188, 
260, 332, 350; assessment of property, 146; 
assets of expired corporations, 146; bank 
shares, 350; corporate shares and capital 
stock, 410: description of property, 110; 
double taxation, 410; equality, 164; exemp- 
tions, 128; foreign corporations, 110; im- 
vrovements. 392; incorporeal rights, 206; 
infant’s failure to redeem. 206; inheritance 
tax, 38, 110; injunction. 110; invalid amuse- 
ment. 146; levy, 56; lien on merchandise, 
350; limitations, 332: minerals, 470; money 
loaned at interest, 296; national banks, 452; 
options, 332; order of publications, 296; per- 
sonal property in hands of executor, 470; 
power to make reassessment, 452; presump- 
tion of regularity, 206; presumptions as to 
assessment, 110; railroad property, 164; re- 
demption, 128; right to complain, 470; right 
to remedy, 28. 206; sale for taxes, 332; school 
land, 314; setting aside sale for taxes, 470; 
special franchises, 164: succession tax, 188; 
tax deeds, 260, 278, 452; taxes paid by mis- 
take, 296; tax sale, 74, 206, 470; tax sale 
certificate. 224, 278: tax titles, 38, 456, 146, 
206: transfer tax, 38: uniformity, 470; un- 
seated lands, 56; what property subject, 
128. 


Telegraphs and Telephones—common carriers, 
18; damages. 128; damages for delayed mes- 
sage, 410; damages for failure to deliver, 
188; delay in delivery, 260; delivery after 
office hours, 374; deliverv of message, 296: 
delivery outside of citv, 188; dutv of sender 
of message. 38: exchange facilities, 206; 
failure to deliver message, 56; failure to 
render service. 56; nature of corporation’s 
duty, 74: neeligence in delivering message, 
224: onwressive rates, 242; status of com- 
pany, 350. 


Tenancy in Common—adverse nossession, 434; 
alienation. 18; conveyance, 350; duty of co- 
tenant, 332; improvements by tenant, 56; 
mortgage foreclosure, 434; payment of taxes. 
74; persons entitled to sue, 374; redemption 
from tax sale, 350: riehts of co-tenants, 
224; sale of co-tenant’s interest, 374. 


Tender—after suit, 125. 


Theaters and Shows—dangerous premises, 314; 
injuries to persons attending, 74; nuisance, 
0. 


Time—construction of statutory provisions, 314; 
directors’ meetings, 


Torts—accelleration of forces of nature, 434; 
intents, 74; joint tort feasors, 224; law gov- 
erning, 56; malicious injury to business, 74; 
nature of act, 392; what law governs, 374. 


Trade Marks and Trade Names—form of article, 
470; fraud, 164; generic names, 470; geo- 
graphical names, 164; individual names, 350; 
infringement, 188; names of cemeteries, 127; 
right not limited to single name, 164; ‘suit 
for infringement, 314; unfair competition, 
56; words subject to appropriation, 314. 


Trespass—acts constituting, 164; criminal lia- 
bility, 410; right to sue, 92; trees as per- 
sonal property, 392; trespass to real prop- 
erty, 314 


Trespass to Try Title—equitable rights, 314; 
outstanding title, 470. 


Trial—agreed statement of facts, 74; argument 
of counsel, 110; conjecture cause, 18; correc- 
tion of verdict, 92; directed verdict, 430; 
general verdict, 410; instructions, 332; re- 
quested instructions, 392; special findings, 
110; special interrogatories, 164. 





Trover and Conversion—burden of proof, 350; 
damages, 242; elements, 74; measure of 
damages, 470. 


Trusts—acts of trustees, 410; appointment of 
new trustee,, 278; constructive trusts, 18, 
434, 470; creation, 332; death of trustee, 260; 
equitable fee, 146; express trusts, 110, 434; 
failure to deliver deed, 260; following trust 
property, 278; fraud, 74; fraud of trustee, 
350; husband and wife, 18; implied trusts, 
128; management of estate, 110; money in 
bank, 38; notes by trustee, 410; parol prom- 
ise, 188; payment of legacy to trustees, 392; 
property of trustee, 224; purchase of trust 
property, 260; resulting trusts, 74, 128, 278, 

+ 874, 410, 452; spendthrift trusts, 314; sub- 
stitution of trustee, 18; testamentary trusts, 
92: trust ex maleficio, 452. 


United States—bond of public contractor, 260; 
eight-hour law, 314. 


Use and Occupation—ground of obligation, 38. 


Usury—application for reduction of principal, 
34; collection of interest, 38; elements, 56; 
estoppel, 470; persons entitled to assert, 
410; usurious transactions, 146. 


Vendor and Purchaser—bona-fide purchasers, 88, 
125, 164, 206. 350; bond for title, 296; bur- 
den of proof, 146; constructive notice, 260, 
278; contract for sale of land, 332; con- 
tract for warranty deed, 146; deficit in acre- 
age, 434; enforcement of lien, 314; estoppel, 
260; executory contract for sale of land, 
206; foreclosure of land contract, 410; in- 
cumbrance readily removable, 128; install- 
ments, 434; liability for taxes, 470; lien 
notes, 434; mistake as to quantity, 110; 
mortgages, 452; mutual rescission, 164; no- 
tice, 110; partial failure to title, 374; quit- 
claim deed, 18; records as notice, 224; re- 
covery of money paid, 332; release of ven- 
dor’s lien, 74; remedies of purchaser, 56; 
reservations in deed, 92; rights of pur- 
chaser, 92; right to rent, 452; right.to re- 
scind, 188: suit to rescind, 350; tender of 
deed, 74; time of essence, 18; time as es- 
sence of contract, 260; title of vendor, 164, 
410: unrecorded contracts, 410; unrecorded 
deeds, 224; vendor’s lien, 128. 


Warehousemen—failure to deliver property 
stored, bi 


Waste—nature and elements, 374. 


Waters and Water Courses—assignment of wa- 
ter power comtract, 470; diversion, 278; duty 
to furnish water, 452; easements, 92; flow- 
age rights, 110; Johnson grass, 434; latent 
ambiguity, 18; lability for injury to land, 
242: ownership of ice, 56; prescription, 18; 
regulation of streets, 392; reservoir sites, 
452; res ipsa loquitur, 410; riparian owners, 
224: riparian rights, 188, 260; sale of excess 
water supply. 470; water companies, 410; 
water rents, 314. 


Weapons—unlawful carrying, 374. 


Wills—annulment, 110: attestation, 410; con- 
struction, 18, 38, 110, 164, 260, 278, 296, 452; 
costs, 18; declarations of testator, 128; de- 
vises, 92, 128; election, 392; election by in- 
sane person, 74: estate devised, 38; fraud; 
$32; general residuary clause, 434; husband 
and wife, 38; intention of testator, 92; life 
estates, 38; mental capacity, 164, 452; men- 
tal condition of testator, 110; presumption 
of sanity, 18; probate, 74, 374; reference to 
other writings, 470; rights of devisees, 242; 
specific legacy, 452; suit to set aside, 206; 
testamentary capacity, 164, 296; testamen- 
tary powers, 38; title to real estate, 350; un- 
due influence, 38, 164, 242, 434; validity, 
92. : 


Witnesses—cross-examination, 126; ghyselons. 
164; privilege of accused, 92; privileges, 164; 
refreshing memory, 74 


Work and Labor—implied contracts, 452; pre- 
sumptions, 392; services of child, 410. 
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John Hearst-Miller. 
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R. C. Redus. 

B. E. Samuel. 

Isaac Shapiro. 

G. C. Stacy. 

Samuel B. Stern. 

Tillman, Grubb, 


Bradley & Morrow. 
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Crum & Weil 
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Hon. Thos. W. 
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J, Winter Thorn- 
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TU a py ae 
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WEDOWEE: 
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& Burbow. 
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ARIZONA. 
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CLARENDON. 
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J. M. McClintock. 
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BUREK A’ a 
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FOREM 
W. D. C. peppias. 
FORREST CITY 
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nt. 


Ezra J. Morgan. 
Fhe B. Pryor. 
Harry P. Warner. 
GREENWOOD. 
Robt. A. Rowe. 
a ye 
Ed. zo pee, Jr. 
ea 
. N. tie. 





er 

Cc. T. Wetherby. 
HELENA 

Edwin ‘evens. 

R. B. Campbell. 
HOPE. 

D. W. McMillan. 
eS 

J. Everett. 
HOT ‘SPRINGS. 


Jas. S. McConnell. 
J. P. Henderson. 
— 
ith. 


F. Sm 
JONESBORO. 
D. Frierson. 
LITTLE ROCK. 
Will. Akers. 
W. Blackwood. 
Coleman & Lewis. 
W. Files. 
James A. Gray. 
G.. H. Green. 
Harry C. Hale. 
Douglas Herd. 
John B. Jones. 
S. A. Jones. 
M. J. Manning. 
phi O. Brock. 
Tom M. Mehaffy. 
Radcliffe » 
Fletche 
er ee ‘© oe 
D.. Ter 
LONOK 
Trimble & Robinson. 
MAGNOLIA. 
W. H. Askew. 
Wade H. Kitchen. 


John W. Stayton. 
PARAGOULD. 
= W. Bandy. 
P. Taylor. 
PINE Bag = +A 
Coleman. 
Taylor & Jones. 


1GGO 

Spence & Dudley. 
RESCOTT. 

McRae Tompkins. 


RISON. 
' A. D. Chavis. 
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rgan. 


E. 
RUSSELVILEE. 
J. T. Bullock. 
J. G. Wallace. 
CY 


John D. Du Bois. 
RT. 


M. Young. 
TEXARAKANA. 
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My F. Friedell. 
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M. E. Sanderson. 
VAN BUREN. 

L. H. Southmayd. 
WALNUT RIDGE. 
W. F. Beloate. 
Smith & Blackford. 

E. H. Thorpe. 
WARREN. 

W. S. Goodwin. 
WASHINGTON. 


E. 
J. C. Brookfield. 
CALIFORNIA. 


ALTURAS. 

Hon. Clarence E. 

Raker. 

BISHOP. 

A. H. Swallow. 
BERKELEY. 

Gustave W. 

Wiegand 

BRIDGEPORT. 

Chas. L. Hayes. 

Parker & Parker. 
CHICO. 

Park Henshaw. 
COT.USA. 

Hon. H. M. Albery. 

Ernest Weyand. 
EL CENTRO. 

Cc. Tv. Brown. 
EUREKA. 

Derver Sevier. 
FRESNO. 

®. H. Short. 
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Johr Mulroy. 
IMPERIAL. 
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HANFOR 

aeo~- Ww. Miller. 

ro. C&. Russell. 
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Won. Tv 


A Sherwood. 


LOS ANGELFES. 
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@. S. Anderson. 
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Wm. * Panford. 
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Gihson. Trask. 
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John C. Scott. 
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CEDAR KEYS. 
Fred Cubberly. 
CHIPLEY. 
Cook & McRae. 
CRYSTAL RIVER. 


J. B. Clark. 
DeFUNIAK SPRINGS. 

Daniel Campbell 

& Son. 

W. W. Flournoy. 
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KEY WEST. 
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Raney & Oven. 
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J. W. Frazier. 
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G. R. Ellis. 
J. A. Hixon. 

ATHENS. 
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J. Perry Greene. 
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te, 4 
CUTH BERT. 
L. Grantham. 


J. H. Longino. 
FITZGERALD. 

McDonald & 
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LAGRANGE. 

A. H. Thompson. 
MACON. 

John I. Hall. 

Walter T. Johnson. 

R. S. Wimberly. 





MARIETTA. 

Geo.. F. Gober. 
MONTICELLO. 

Greene F. Johnson. 
OCILLA. 

H. J. Quincey. 
PELHAM. 

J. J. Hill. 
QUITMAN. 
D. Wade, Jr. 


Henry C. 
Cunningham. 
Garrard & Gazan. 

Peter W. Meldrim. 
T. P. Ravenel. 
O’Byrne, Hartridge 
& Wright. 
W. W. Osborne. 
Geo. W. Owens. 
Wm. B. Stephens. 
Twiggs &* Gazan. 
Thomas F. Walsh. 
Sw AINSBORO. 
F. H. Safford. 
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ae a gs 


VIENNA. 
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IDAHO. 


BOISE CITY. 
Milton G. Cage. 
James H. Hawley. 
S. H. Hays. 


—. & Johnson. 


M. Kahn. 
Chas. F. Koelsch. 
D. C. Lewis. : 
J. T. Pence. 
Richards &  aceme 
Geo. H. Rust. 


Owen M. Van Duyn. 


Fremont Wood. 
BURLEY. 


Smith & Scatterday. 


CHALLIS. 

Milton A. Brown. 
GRANGEVILLE. 

Jas. De Haven. 
HAILEY. 

McFadden & 

Brodhead. 

ILO. 

G. O. MecMinimy. 
LEWISTON. 

James E. Babb. 

Eugene A. Cox. 

F. D. Culver. 
MOUNTAIN HOME. 

E .M. Wolfe. 
POCATELLO. 

Geo. E. Gray. 

HH. W. Lockhart. 
SALMON. 

John H. i oename. 
SAND POIN 

John M. rly nn. 

G. H. Martin. 


ILLINOIS. 


al sOn 
E. C. Haagen. 
J. V. “4 Marsh. 
AUROR 
Hopkins, Peffers 


ERE. 
H. O’Donnell. 





BLOOMINGTON. 
Barry_& Morrissey. 
Hon. R. M. 

Benjamin. 
John G. Boeker. 
Louis Fitzhenry. 
Bracken, Young 

& Peir. 

Geo. F. Jordan. 
Welty, Sterling 

Whitmore. 

CARLINVILLE. 
John M. Anderson, 

CARTHAGE. 

Wm. B. Ris 
Charles J. Scofield, 

CENTRALIA. 

Wm. F. Bundy. 

CHICAGO. 

E. A. Aborn. 
Samuel Adams. 
Alden, Latham 


Young. 
Hon. C. H. Aldrich. 

Ashcroft & 

Ashcroft. 


i cae Block Assn. 


Barger. 
Thomas R. Beman. 
Aug. Binswanger. 
Axel Chytraus. 
Wells M. Cook. 
Seth F. Crews. 
E. S. Cummings. 
Thomas Dent. 
F. C. Dillard. 

E. R. Eldridge. 
E. B. Esher. 

Herman Frank. 
Herrick., Allen, 


avers & Martin. 


y 

Wilber N. Horner. 
W. T. Hughes. 
Geo. C. Johnsoa. 
G. I. Jones. 
Elmer Allen 

Kimball. 
Prof. Benj. F. 

Langworthy. 

. W. Loskill. 
F. J. Loesch. 


Geo. E. McCaughan. 


Joseph A 
McInerney. 

James C. McShane. 

A. W. Martin 

Mastin & Sherlock. 

Mayer, Meyer & 
Austrian. 

Miller & Smith. 

Thos. J. Morgan. 

Chas. F. Morse. 

Edwin A. Munger. 

J. S. Murray. 

Jacob Newman. 

Wm. E. O'Neill. 

O. Peckham. 

E. B. Peirce. 

F. P. —. 

H. A. Ritt 


Rosenthal & Hamill. 


John L. Shortall. 
Thomas L. Stitt. 


Dennis W. Sullivan. 
Charles A. Williams. 


Winston, Payne 
& Strawn. 
Cyrus J. Wood. 

CLINTON. 
Michael Donohue. 
ANVILLE. 


Lindley, Penwell 


James S. Baldwin. 
I. A. Buckingham. 
D. Hutchison. 
McGinley & Wiley. 
Philip L. Miller. 
LOUIS. 


F. Taylor. 





ELWOOD. 

W. F. Keith. 
EVANSTON. 

John F. Boyer, J. P. 
FARMER CITY. 

Herrick & Herrick. 


FULTON. 
Chas, £ McMahon. 
GALEN 
Hon. 5 ee H. 
E.odson 
GALESBURG. 
E. J. King 
Williams, Lawrence, 
Welsh & Green. 
ona 
c. Terry. 
GOLCONDA. 
Wm. H. Moore. 
GRANITE CITY. 
C. Steele. 
JAGEKSONVIELE, 
Edward P. Kirby. 
LINCOLN. 
A. a gparuatintes, 
MACO 


eaae yt Elting. 
Vose & Creel, 
MARSHALL. 
T. J. Golden. 
MATTOON. 
Andrews & Vause, 
John McNutt, Jr. 
a a 
B. Brown, 
J. pata 
oRwGO 
Hon. ¥. C. Seyster. 
OTTAWA 
Rector C. Hits. 
Owen Anderson. 
ee 
F. Shopp. 
PEKIN. 
Prettyman, Velde 
& Prettyman. 
PEORIA. 
Geo. K. Beasley. 
Jack, Irwin, Jack 
iles 


G. W. Perry. 
PONTIAC. 
R. R. Wallace. 
oy 
axter & Wirick. 
ROCK ISLAND. 
Jackson, Hurst 
& Stafford. 
ROCKFORD. 
A. D. Early. 
O. W. Ferguson. 
Hon. A. Frost. 


R. K. Welsh. 
7 ae 
M. Kinsall. 

SPRING FIELD. 
Chas. §. Gibbs. 
Warren E. Lewis. 
Chas. P. Summers. 

STREATOR. 

Wm. H: Boys. 

SYCAMORE. 

John Faissler. 

Chea. & Eckhart. 


Pope. 
WINCHESTER. 
James M. Riggs. 


INDIANA, 


ANDERSON. 
Glenda, Burke, 

_ 
Av. 

J. we " Whiskson. 

A. F. Yount. 
AUBURN. 

P. V. Hoffman. 
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BEDFORD. 
Brooks & Brooks. 


COLUMBUS. 
Francis T. Hord. 
Cc. S. Baker. 


CONNERSVILLE. 
McKee, Frost 
& Elliott. 


CRAWFORDSVILLE. 
Benj. Crane. 


DELPHI. 
Hon. J. H. Gould. 


FRANKLIN. 
White & White. 


GARY 
Curtis, Widholm 
& Slick. 


Henry C. Price. 


GREENCASTLE. 
B. F. Corwin. 


GREENWOOD. 
E. A. McAlpin. 
HUNTINGTON. 
Sumner Kenner. 
EVANSVILLE. 
Cc. B. Harris. 
Logsdon & Mason, 
Oo. R. Luhring. 
James T. Walker. 
FORT WAYNE. 
Breen & Morris. 
Vv. Emrick. 
Samuel M. Hench. 
A. A. Purman. 
Hon. Allen Zollars. 
GOSHEN. 
Deahl & Deahl. 
A. S. Zook. 
GREENSBURG. 
John F. Goddard. 
Wickens & Osborn. 
HAMMOND. 
L. L. Bomberger. 
Walter J. Lotz. 
INDIANAPOLIS. 
Bamberger & 
Feibleman. 
Henry W. Bullock. 
Chas. M. Cooper. 
7% W. Galvin. 


Robert W. McBride. 
McDonald & White. 


Newton J. McGuire. 

William 5S. 
McMaster. 

Geo. W. Payne. 

W. N. Pickerill. 


L. Ebling Reinhold. 


Robinson, 
& Marsh. 
W. W. Thornton. 


JEFERSONVILLE. 
Wilmer T. Fox. 
KOKOMO. 
Bell & Purdum. 
KNOX. 
Charles H. Peters. 
LAFAYETTE. 
Edgar G. Collins. 
A. L. Kumler. 
E. P. Hammond. 
Charles E. Lake. 
J. F. McHugh. 
Dan W Simms. 
LOGANSPORT. 
D. C. Arthur. 
| E. Hale. 
B. Lairy 


Symmes 


8, John %s. Lairy. 


RION. 
Gus S. Condo. 
Henrv & Elliot. 
Frank Stout. s 
MINTONE. 
J. E. Bowman. 
MONTICELLO. 
R. J. Million. 





MT. VERNON. 
G. V. Menzies. 


MUNCIE. 
Frank Ellis. 
Wm. T. Haymond. 
Koons & Koons. 
W. W. Orr. 
Francis A. Shaw. 
R. E. Stevenson. 


NAPPANEE. 
Perry A. Early. 


“— ALBANY. 
Wm. H. Roose. 


PERU. 

Cox & Andrews. 
PORTLAND. 

Emerson McGriff. 
ROCHESTER. 

J. H. Bibler. 

oO. F. Montgomery. 
ROCKVILLE. 

Elwood Hunt. 
RUSHVIT.LE 

John H. Kivlinger. 

Wallace Morgan. 
SHELRYVILLF. 

J. W. Billman. 
SOT'TTH BENT’ 

Charles A. Davey. 

George Ford. 

Wm. A. McInerny. 
SPENCTR. 

I. H. Fowler. 
SULLIVAN. 

W. H. Bridwell. 

Charles D. Hunt. 

A. 1D. Leach. 

J. W. Lindley. 
TERRE HAUTE. 

H. J. Baker. 

W. T. Douthitt. 

Cc. A. Royse. 
TIPTON. 

J. F. Pyke. 
UNION CITY. 

Wm. W. Fowler. 


VALPARAISO. 


Crumpacker & Daly. 


VEVAY. 
F. M. Griffith. 
WABASH. 
D. F. Brooks. 
WALKERTON. 
Curt's. Widholm 
& Slick. 
WARSAW. 
L. W. Royse. 
WINAMAC. 
Spangler & 
Spangler. 


IOWA, 


ADEL. 

R. S. Barr. 
ALBIA. 

John T. Clarkson. 
ALGONA. 

J. L. Bonar. 
ATLANTIC. 

S. H. —— 
BEDFOR 

Flick e Flick. 

Frank Wisdom. 
BOONE. 

J. R. Whitaker. 


BURLINGTON. 
La Monte Cowles. 
J. T. Milick 
CEDAR FALLS. 
J. B. Newman. 
CEDAR RAPIDS. 
Jamison & Smyth. 
Redmond & 
Stewart. 





CLINTON. 
Chase & Seaman. 
R. P. McCoy. 


COUNCIL BLUFFS. 

Tinley & Mitchell. 
CRESCO. 

Charles Pergler. 
CRESTON. 

D. W. Higbee. 
DAVENPORT. 

Jas. W. Bollinger. 

Cook & Baluff. 


Henry E. C. Ditzen. 


M. V. Gannon. 

J. C. Hall. 

Hass & Hamann. 
F. D. Letts. 

Louis E. Roddewig. 


Schmidt & Vollmer. 
w. 


H. Wilson. 


DECORAH. 
H. F. Barthell. 


DES MOINES. 
Bowen, Brockett 
& Weldy. 
O. M. Brockett. 
Guy R. Carson. 
Dudley & Coffin. 
I. M. Earle. 
Guernsey, Parker 
& Miller. 


Halloran & Starkey. 


Cc. W. Johnston. 
W. E. Miller. 
Clinton L. Nourse. 
Oscar Strauss. 


Sullivan & Sullivan. 


8S. G. Van Auken. 

Geo. Wambach. 
DE WITT. 

W. A. Cotton. 
DUBUQUE. 

J. P. Frantzen. 

Kenline & Roedell. 
= DODGE. 

Wm. T. Chantland. 

R. M. Wright. 
GLENWOOD. 

C. E. Dean. 

John Y. Stone. 
IDA GROVE 

Chas. S. McComber. 
IOWA CITY. 

John J. Ney. 
KEOKUK. 

E. L. McCoid. 
LE MARS. 

P. Farrell. 
LIVERMORE. 

F. M. Miles. 
MANNING. 

Oo. W. Emmons. 
MT. HAMILL. 

James B. Bruff. 
MT. PLEASANT. 

James Hourihan. 
a 

. M. Warner. 

atahimammanene. 

Hon, J. M. Parker. 
POCAHONTAS. 

Ralston & Shaw. 
RED OAK. 

Beeson & Thomas. 
ROCK RAPIDS. 

Cc. O. Bailey. 
ROCKWELL CITY. 

M. W. Frick. 
SHENANDOAH. 

G. B. Jennings. 
SIOUX CITY. 

John H. Jackson. 

Kass Bros. 
STORM LAKE. 
. James De Land. 


AMA, 
J. W. Willett. 





TIPTON. 
W. G. W. Geiger. 
WATERLOO. 
Edward H. McCoy. 
WAUKON. 
Dayton & Dayton. 
WEBSTER CITY. 
A. N. Boeye. 
Wesley Martin. 


KANSAS. 


ARKANSAS CITY. 
L. C. Brown. 
J. Mack Love. 
BAZAAR. 
Dennis Madden. 
eS a 
D. Neale. 


CLAY CENTER. 
W. P. Anthony. 
W. F. Roche. 

COFFEYVILLE. 
Philip H. Cass. 
W. E. Zeigler. 

ELLSWORTH. 
Dallas Grover. 

EMPORIA. 

F. A. Meckel. 

FORT SCOTT. 
Biddle & Lardar. 
John H. Crain. 

GARDEN CITY. 
Miller & Foster. 

GREENSBURG. 

J. W. Davis. 

HOLTON. 

John D. Meyers. 

HUMBOLDT. 

G. A. Amos. 

HUTCHINSON. 

J. N. Brown. 

INDEPENDENCE. 
oO. P. Ergenbright. 
J. W. Holdren. 


Stanford & Stanford. 


N. E. Van Tuyl. 
Thos. E. Wagstaff. 
IOLA. 
Campbell & 
Goshern. 
E. Cullison. 
A. I. Florence. 
Hon. Oscar Foust. 
Samuel A. Gard. 
JEWELL. 
J. C. Postlethwaite 
& Son. 


JUNCTION CITY. 
Jas. V. Humphrey. 
KANSAS CITY. 
T. P. Anderson. 
I. F. Bradley. 
O. Q. Chaplin. 
Dorsey Green. 
Geo. W. Littick. 
Cc. O. Littick. 


Edwin S. McAnany. 


T. F. Railsback. 

E. A: Shackelford. 

John T. Sims. 
LA HARTE. 

Cc. L. Evans. 
LAWRENCE. 

Geo. J. Barker. 

Thos. Harley. 

L. H. Menger. 

J. H. Mitchell, 
LEAVENWORTH. 

J. H. Wendorff. 
LIBERAL 

Vv. H. Grinstead. 
MANKATO. 

W. R. Mitchell. 
MEDICINE LODGE. 

G. M. Martin. 


\ 
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OLATHE. 

John Little. 

S. Randall. 
OTTAWA. 

W. S. Jenks. 
ra. 

J. W. Iden. 
PHILLIPSBURG. 

Judge W. H. Pratt. 
PITTSBURG. 

A. B. Keller. 

W. J. True. 
RUSSELL. 

J. G. Vogelsang. 
SALINA 

J. A. ‘Fleming. 
TOPEKA. 

W. A. S. Bird. 

T. F. Garver. 

Otis E. Hungate. 

M. A. Low. 

W. S. McClintock. 

H. C. Root. 

A. M. Thomas. 

D. C. Tillotson. 
WELLINGTON. 

W. T. McBride. 
WICHITA. 

John W. Adams. 

John D. Davis. 

M. C. Freerks. 

Adrian S. Houck. 

F. K. Hammers. 

Houston & Brooks. 

Lampl & Gardner. 
bef ae'np 

S. A. Smith. 


KENTUCKY, 


a a 
N. W. Halstead. 
CATLETTSBURG. 
J. F. Coldiron. 
Geo. B. Martin. 
DANVILLE. 
W. H. Roberts. 
EDDYVILLE. 
Newton W. Utley. 
as a a ee 
H. L. James. 
FRANKFORT. 


T. L. Edelen. 

Elwood Hamilton. 
FULTON. 

Herschel T. Smith. 
a am RG. 


Whittinghill. 

HENDERSON. 

Clay & Clay. 
HYDEN. 

J. M. Muncy. 
KERZ. 

Jas. Pendleton. 
LEXINGTON. 

J. A. Edge. 

A. S. Moore. 

Shelby & Shelby. 


Cc. L. Williamson. 
LOUISVILLE. 

Arthur Bensinger. 

A. S. Brandeis. 

R. C. Davis. 

William B. Eagles. 

Fairleigh, Straus 

& Fairleigh. 


Arthur FE. Hopkins, 


Ww. S. Hogue. 
Clemens Huggins. 
Junius C. Klein. 
Kohn. Baird, Sloss 
& Kohn. 
D. M. Rodman. 
Delos B. Rogers. 
Cc. B. Seymour. 


Wm. Arthur Spindle. 





MAYSVILLE. 
Hon. A. M. J. 
Cochran. 


Frank P. O’Donnell. 


MEEK. 
Wm. G. Wells. 
es oe ag ony 
W. T. Harris. 
MORGANTOWN. 
Anthony Thatcher. 
NEWPORT. 
M. B. Kendrick. 
OWENSBORO. 
B. Anderson. 
Gilbert Holbrook. 
PADUCAH. 
E. W. Bagby. 
Sanders E. Clay. 
J. C. Flournoy. 
Hon. Wm. Reed. 
PAINTSVILLE. 
J. F. Bailey. 
Vaughn, Howes 
& Howes. 
PIKEVILLE 
S. Marion Cecil. 


James M. Roberson. 


ee ILLE. 
Oo. V. Riley. 
puneateneane RG. 
W. C. Goble. 
RUSSELLVILLE. 
S. R. Crewdson. 
WILLTAMSBURG. 
H. H. Tye. 
R. 8S. Rose. 


LOUISIANA, 


ALEXANDRIA. 
G. Purnell 
Whittineton. 
COVINGTON. 
Miller & Morgan. 


CROWLEY. 
P. J. Chapnvins. 
Thos. R. Smith. 
Story & Pugh. 


FRANKLIN. * 
Paul Kramer. 
Charles A. O'Neill. 


LAKE CHARLES. 
Tl. A. Govdean. 
Paul W. Hortie. 
Taylor & Taylor. 

OPELOUSAS. 

L. Austin Fontenot. 

NFIW ORLEANS. 
Edgar M. Cahn 
Carroll & Carroll 
Clegg & Quintero. 
Dart & Kernan. 
F. B. Davenport. 
Farrar, Jonas & 

Kruttschmitt. 
John L. Feliu. 


Chas. Pavne Fenner. 
Chas. F. Fletchinger. 


P. C. Lassalle, 
Lazarus, Michel 

& Lazarus. 
Edwin J. Mahoney. 
Martin H. Manion. 
Harold A. Moise. 
Robert J. Perkins. 
James M. Pierce. 
Chas. S. Rice. 
Frank L. 

Richardson. 
Wynne G. Rogers. 
J. R. Rosser, Jr. 
®. D. Savnders. 
M. C. Scharff. 
Somnpavrac & 

Westerfield. 
W. B. Spencer. 
John F. Tobin. 


Carsten E. Toriusen. 


Thomnson Walker. 
E. S. Whitaker. 





SHREVEPORT. 
Davis & Browne. 
Files & Fisher. 

SLIDELL. 

E. Elmo Bollinger. 

VIDALIA. 

Jno. S. Boatner, Jr. 

WINNFIELD. 
Grisham,  aemeeal 

Stennis. 


MAINE, ; 
BAR HARBOR. ~~” 
Chas. H. Wood. 
BUCKPORT. 
oO. P. Cunningham. 


CAPE ELIZABETH. 
Henry C. Hill. 
LEWISTON. 
J. G. Chabot. 
MADISON. 
William B. Brown. 
PORTLAND. 
John T. Fagan. 
George F. Gould. 
Seth L. Larrabee. 
D. A. Meaher. 
Frank W. Robinson. 
H. P. Sweetser. 
WINTER HARBOR. 
B. E. Tracy. 


MARYLAND. 


BALTIMORE. 
Robert N. Baer. 
Allen Cleveland. 
Milton Dashiell. 
Alexander 
Hardeastle, Jr. 
W. Ashlie Hawkins. 
W. H. Lawrence. 
Lewis Hochheimer. 
Wm. C. McCard. 
Warner T. McGuinn. 
W. L. Marbury. 
Chas. Lee Merriken. 
Jacob S. New. 
Edward N. Rich. 
A. R. Riggs. 
A. de Russy 
Sappington. 
Joseph R. Walter. 
CHESTERTOWN. 
Lewin W. Wickes. 
CU ae ae 
W. S. Cochrane. 
icaciieationrs. 
Alexander 
Armstrong, Jr. 


MASSACHUSETTS, 


BOSTON. 
Joseph Bennett. 
Geo. H. Brown. 
Elmer L. Curtis. 
Henry S. Dewey. 
Samuel T. Harris. 
Ernest H. Johnson. 
J. L. O'Neill. 
J. W. Pickering. 
Addison R. Pike. 
Stephen H. Tyng. 
George F. Wales. 
Samuel P. White. 
8S. R. Wrightington. 
a, 
. D. Brannan. 


Fernald L. Hanson. 
LOWELL. 

John J. Pickman. 
NEW ‘os et 

Dan’l. T. Devoll. 

Chas. Mitchell. 
ee 

John D. Mackay. 





SPRINGFIELD. 
James L. Doherty. 
oa 
Geo. H. Hersam. 
WEBSTER. 
H. J. Clarke. 
WORCESTER. 
William C. Mellish. 


MICHIGAN. 


ADRIAN. 

Geo. W. Ayers. 
ALBION. 

E. R. Loud. 


Wm. W Warner. 
ANN ARBOR, 
hed: es G. Doty. 


BATTLE CREEK. 

Hon. Jesse Arthur. 
CADILLAC. 

E. E. Haskins. 
DETROIT. 

E. 8S. Clarkson. 

Ronald Kelly. 

H. A. Lockwood. 

Sidney T. Miller. 

Isaac N. Payne. 

Ira J. Pettiford. 

Washington I. 

Robinson. 

Hal H. Smith. 

Ss. G. Thompson. 
FLINT. 

Everett L. Bray. 
GLADWIN. 

Hon. T. G. Campbell. 
GRAND RAPIDS. 

Boltwood & 

Boltwood. 

Colin P. Campbell. 

H. Monroe Dunham. 

Dorr Kuizema. 

Gerald Fitz Gerald. 

Reuben Hatch. 

James A. Lombard. 

Taggart & Taggart. 
er ih ay 

A. Streeter. 
JACK th 
FE. R. Mitchell. 

Thos. A. Wilson. 
LANSING. 

Harris E. Thomas. 
LINDEN. 

James L. Spencer. 
MARION. 

W. L. Kinney. 
MAROQUETTE. 

Cc. F. Button. 
MENOMINEE. 

Michael J. Doyle. 
SAULT STE. MARIE. 

Geo. A. Cody. 

W. A. Coutts. 


MINNESOTA, 


ALBERT LEA. 
H. H. Dunn. 
ARGYLE. 
P. Kirsch. 
BERMIDJI. 
M. J. Brown. 
yee 
Cc. Blewitt. 
Lion: Ww. Ss. 
McClenahan. 
CAMBRIDGE. 
Godfrey G. Goodwin. 
CROOKSTON. 
Charles Loring. 
Miller & Foote. 
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DETROIT. 
Schroeder & 
Carman. 


DULUTH. 

W. G. Crosby. 

M. Douglas. 

Victor H. Gran. 

Warren E. Greene. 

L. C. Harris. 

s. T. Harrison. 

Andrew Nelson. 

John W. Neukous. 

John G. Williams. 
FAIRMOUNT. 

A. R. Allen. 
FERGUS FALLS. 

Leonard Erickson. 
FRAZEE. 

J. H. Baldwin. 
GRAND RAPIDS. 

Alfred L. Thwing. 

Edward Nelson. 
HALLOCK. 

Elmer C. Yetter. 
HIBBING. 

8. C. Scott. 
HOPKINS. 

J. L. Johnston. 
IVANHOE. 

Louis P. Johnson. 
ae 

A. G. Chapman. 


LITCHFIELD. 

A. F. Foster. 

March Bros. 
LITTLE FALLS. 

E. F. Shaw. 
LUVERNE. 

Jay A. Kennicott. 
MILACA., 

Carl F. J. Goebel. 


MINNEAPOLIS. 
Hon. Wilbur F. 
Booth. 
E. T. Brandebury. 
Cc. A. Buckham. 
F. B. Dodge. 
Fifield & Fifield. 
H. R. Hewitt. 
F. V. Inskeep. 
Cc. C. Joslyn. 
Kerr & Fowler. 


Willis A. McDowell. 


John J. Martin. 

Phil. T. Megaarden. 

A. C. Middelstadt. 

Fred. H. Spicer. 

D. H. Stubbs. 
aay PRAGUE. 

. T. Hinzal. 

womwodb. 

John J. Fahey. 
NEW RICHARD. 

John J. Spillane. 


OWATTONNA. 

F. A. Dunham. 
PRESTON. 

H. 8. Bassett. 
RED WING. 

Albert Johnson. 


ROCHESTER. 
Burt W. Eaton. 
Thomas Spillane. 

ST. CLOUD. 

G. W. Stewart. 

ST. PAUL. 

F. Barta. 

Alf. E. Boyeson. 
Hon. C. L. Brown, 
a & Funke. 


F. H. Ewing. 

Harold Harris. 

G. Loevinger. 

- Frederick L, 
McGhee. 

Cc. D. O'Brien. 





ST. PAUL. 

J. D. O’Brien. 

T. D. Reynolds. 
Edward P. Sanborn. 
Cc. B. Schmidt. 

W. M. Stephenson. 
Ambrose Tighe. 
John W. Willis. 


SPOONER. 
Geo. E. Ericson. 


THIEF RIVER 
FALLS. 

G. Halvorson. 
WARREN 

Julius J. Olson. 
WASECA 

John Moonan. 
WESTBROOK. 

J. L. Sammons. 
WINNEBAGO. 

W. H. Hodgman. 
WINONA. 

Brown, Abbott 

& Somsen. 
Hon. A. H. Snow. 
M. B. Weber. 


MISSISSIPPI, 


ABERDEEN. 
W. H. Clifton. 
G. J. Leftwich. 
BILOXI. 
James A. Burns. 
Doty & Elmer. 


- > HAVEN. 


2 Ww. MeNair. 


CAPELL. 
J. R. Lindsay. 
CLEVELAND. 
Sillers & Owen. 
CORINTH. 
Candler & Candler. 
GREENVILLE 
Le Rov Percy. 
A. J. Rose. 
GREENWOOD. 
Gardner & 
Whittington. 
a aa ag oe 
M. D. Brown. 
R. C. Cowan. 
V. A. Griffith. 
W. H. Maybin. 
J. H. Mize. 
HATTIESBURG. 
Ariel C. Cherry. 
T. C. Hannah, 
HAZLEHURST. 
J. C. Dodds. 


JACKSON. 

Cc. W. Girdlestone. 

Hon. Svdney Smith. 

R. H. Thompson. 
KOSCIUSKO. 

Clarence E. Morgan. 
LAUREL. 

T. H. Odin. 
LELAND. 

J. F. D. Kinnison. 
LEXINGTON. 

W. L. Dyer. 

H. H. Elmore. 

G. H. MeMorrough. 

R. C. McBee. 

A. M. Pepper. 
LIBERTY. 

R. S. Stewart. 
ar eo 

B. Cameron. 

| BK. & McCants. 

R. A. Collins. 

Cc. M. Wright. 


NATCHEZ. 
Ernest E. Brown. 
H. Geisenberger. 





NEWTON. 
W. I. Munn. 
OXFORD. 
W. V. Sullivan. 
Edgar Webster. 
POPLARVILLE. 
Theo. G. Bilbo. 
H. H. Parker. 
PRENTISS. 
Warren Upton. 
PURVIS. 
Cc. G. Mayson. 
ROSEDALE. 
Chas. Scott, 
Woods & Scott. 
SCRANTON. 
Denny & Denny. 
SUMNER. 
A. L. Whitten. 
TYLERTOWN. 
J. Fred Fant. 
VICKSBURG. 
W. E. Mollison. 
N. Vick. Robbins. 
WEST JACKSON. 
Girdleston 
& Jasp. 
YAZOO CITY. 
Campbell & 
Campbell. 


MISSOURI. 


BELGIQUE. 

Thos. Charvaux. 
er “tn oa 

G. W. Wanamaker. 
BLOOMFIELD. 

N. A. Mozley. 
CAINESVILLE. 

Forest Lawhead. 
CAMPBELL. 
W. E. Glenn. 
CAPE GIRARDEAU. 
H. E. Alexander. 
CARTHAGE. 

J. H. Bailey. 

H. W. Blair. 

J. W. Halliburton. 

R. A. Mooneyham. 
CHILLICOTHE. 

| Oe habmen. 
CLAYTO 

x & Giinades. 
COLLINS. 

W. H. Plaster. 
COLUMBIA. 

M. R. Conley. 
EXCELSIOR 


SPRINGS. 


Wm. E. Fowler. 
FAYETTE. 
R. M. Bagby. 


. y. 
D. W. Herring. 
J. W. Tincher. 
HANNIBAL. 

F. W. Neeper. 
E. W. Nelson. 
HARRISONVILLE. 
W. D. Summers. 

HOPKINS. 
M. E. Otis. 
HOUSTON. 
W. F. Carroll. 
Dooley & Salyer. 
Lamar & Lamar. 
HOUSTONIA. 
E. B. Powell. 
INDEPENDENCE. 
A. C. Southern. 
JEFFERSON CITY. 
Thos. H. Antrobus. 





aorta. 
J. Cc. Ammermon. 
E. B. Chestnut. 
D. Decker. 
Fred W. Kelsey. 
McIndo & Thurman. 
A. E. Spencer. 


my aa ay cree. 

F. Adams. 
Siaty D. Ashley. 
Dan’l. W. Brown. 
Frank T. Burnham. 
Cc. H. Calloway. 
W. W. Calvin. 

L. F. Coffin. 

L. N. Dempsey. 

Francis C. Downey. 

John A. Eaton. 

Henry N. Ess. 

Hon. Thos. P. 

Fenlon. 

S. A. Handy. 

Harkless & Histed. 

W. A. Harnsberger. 

Johnson & Lucas. 

H. C. McDougal. 

M. J. Pendergast. 

Grant I. Rosenzweig. 

Cc. E. Small. 

S. W. Taylor. 

Warner & Dean. 

G. T. Wassom. 

B. Wells. 

Edward J. White. 
KENNETT. 

John H. Bragly. 
LEXINGTON. 

Judge Richard 

Field. 


LIBERTY. 

D. C. Allen. 
MAREVILLS. 

A. Cummings. 

ance ILLE. 

Hewitt & Hewitt. 
MEMPHIS. 

Smoot & Smoot. 
MEXICO. 

Clarence A. Barnes. 


Geo. Robertson, 

Allen Stallings. 
MOBERLY. 

M. J. Lily. 

J. W. Wight. 
MONETT. 

D. S. Mayhew. 
MONTGOMERY. 

Claude R. Ball. 

Leslie D. Ellis. 
MOUNTAIN GROVE. 

W. F. Carroll. 
NEOSHO. 

James H. Pratt. 
NEVADA. 

J. B. Journey. 

J. R. Moss. 

Hon. S. A. Wright. 
NEW HAMPTON. 

A. L. Clabaugh. 
NEW LONDON. 

David Wallace. 
PRINCETON. 

Ben T. Kesterson. 
RICHMOND. 

T. N. Lavelock. 
ST. JOSEPH. 

Frank B. Fulkerson. 

Gabbert & Mitchel. 

Cc. J. Griswold. 

Geo. W. Groves. 

W. B. Pistole. 

W. H. Sherman. 
ST. ‘MARYS. 

T. B. Whitledge. 


ST. LOUIS. 
S. Thorne Able. 
E. T Allen. 
Hon. Shepard 
Barclay. 
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ST. LOUIS. 

Bland & Cave. 
Wells H. Blodgett. 
Boyle & Priest. 

R. T. Brownrigg. 
Robert Burkham. 
J. Carter Carstens. 
Hon. N. C. Collier. 
Martin J. Collins. 
Edward C. Crow. 
Edward D’Arcy. 
Henry H. Denison. 
Dickson & Dickson. 


Hon. Daniel Dillon. 


Hon. Walter B. 
Douglas. 
John G. Egan. 
Albert S. Ennis. 
W. F. Evans. 
Hon. D. D. Fisher. 
A. M. Frumberg. 
Vital W. Garesche. 
Rev. Father 
Gilfillan. 
Hon. R. L. Goode. 
Bernard 
Greensfelder. 
James Hagerman. 
Claud D. Hall. 


Albert E. Hausman. 


Cc. Porter Johnson. 
Johnson, Houtts, 


Marlatt & Hawes. 


Wm. J. Jones. 
F. N. Judson. 
A. C. Ketring. 
Chester H. Krum. 
J. F. Lee. 
F. W. Lehman. 
George R. 
Lockwood. 
L. McDaniel. 
Hon. Jesse A, 
McDonald. 
Frederick A. 
Mayhall. 
Hon. A. D. Nortoni. 
Hon. Geo. D 
Reynolds. 
Alexander Rahm, 
A. H. Robbins. 
N. C. Robbins. 
E. S. Robert. 
Hon. hae a Ryan. 
Wm. Sack 
Scullin & “Chopin. 
Oo. C. Snell. 
Louis A. Steber. 
Stern & Haberman. 
W. H. Stevenson. 
A. M. Sullivan. 
E. H. Taylor. 
John C. Vaughan. 
Hugh K. Wagner. 
Sam H. West. 
Joseph Wheless. 
Chas. P. Williams. 
Thos. W. White. 
Tyrrell Williams. 
James E. Withrow. 
SALEM. 
J. D..Guston. 
SEDALIA. 
P. H. Sangree. 
es a ig he 
T. J. Delaney. 
Louis P. Ernst. 
Jno. S. Farrington. 
A. B. Levan. 
E. Merritt. 
oO. H. Travers. 
TRENTON 
Platt Hubbell. 
TROY. 
Creech, Penn & 
Palmer. 
VAN BUREN. 
Garry H. Yount. 


MONTANA. 


ANACONDA. 
J. H. Duffy. 


BELGRADE. 
Walter Aitken. 





BUTTE. 

William F. Barta. 

John F. Davies. 

M. J. English. 

Wm, I. Llopincott. 

J. E. Healy. 

M. D. Kelly. 

Joseph H. Griffin. 

M. P. Gilchrist. 

Maury & 

Templeman. 
CONRAD. 

R. M. Hattersley. 

David J. Lyon. 
DERE LODGE. 

T. F. Sheo. 
DILLON. 

J. B. Poindexter. 
FORSYTH. 

F. V. H. Collins, 
GLASGOW. 

Geo. EK. Hurd. 
GREAT FALLS. 

Ransom Cooper. 

James W. Freeman. 

W. H. Meigs. 
HELENA. 

E. G. McIntire. 
KALISPELL. 

Thompson & Stout. 
LEWISTON. 

Edgar G. Worden. 
LIVINGSTON. 

Miller & O’Connor. 

A. P. Stark. 
MALTA. 

John A. Tressler. 


MILES CITY. 


Herbert A. de Lima. 


Sydney Sanner. 

Sharoless Walker. 
a 

L. Duncan. 

Woody & Woody. 
ROUNDUP 

CG. Tyler. 
SIDNEY. 

F. J. Matoushek. 
STEVENSVILLE. 

W. H. Rogers, 
THOMPSON Te 

James M. Self 
POLSON. 

A. J. Lowary. 
WHITEFISH. 

Merle C. Groene. 


NEBRASKA. 
ALLIANCE, 


Burton & Westover. 


AUBURN. 
E. Ferneau. 


AURORA. 
J. H. Grosvenor. 
John A. Whitmore 


BEATRICE, 
J. E. Cobbey. 


BEAVER CITY. 
W. B. Whitney. 


BROKEN BOW. 
N. T. Gadd. 
COLUMBUS. 


Albert & Wagner. 
A. M. Post. 


DAVID CITY. 
E. V. Thomas. 
E. A. Confal. 
ELWOOD. 
O. E. Bozarth. 
FAIRBURG. 
c. H. Denny. 
GRAND ISLAND. 
Arthur C. Mayer. 
Chas. G. Ryan. 





HARTINGTON. 
H. E. Burkett. 


HARVARD. 

Paul E. Boslaugh., 
a Maks 

R. A. Batty. 

M. A. Hartigan. 
HAYES CENTER. 

E. E. May. 
HEBRON. 

J. T. McCuistion. 
aA. 

P. W. Scott. 
KEARNEY. 

H. M. Sinclair 
LEXINGTON. 

T. L. Warriigton. 


LINCOLN. 

G. W. Berge. 

Flansburg & 

DHL Mec 

cCle 

W. B Prie nahan. 
LONG PINE. 

J. S. Davisson, 
— 

ohn F. 

cE Bia Saeenes. 
MADISON. 

Wm. L. Dowling. 
MINDEN. 

Lewis C. Paulson. 
NEBRASKA CITY. 
W. H. Pitzer. 
John C. Watson. 

NELIGH. 
O. A. Williams. 
NELSON. 
R. D. Sutherland. 
NEWMAN GROVE. 
Halderson. 


OMAHA. 


Edward L. Bradley. 


> G. Burbank. 
= s Burnett. 

E. F. Farnsworth. 
H. “eo 

W. D. Giffin 

T. R Hollister, 
James E. Kelby. 
= Kennedy, 


A. L. Knabe. 
Murphy & Winters. 
G. E. Pritchett. 
Guy _ R. C. Read. 
W. W. Slabaugh. 
ee E. Walters 


Weaver & Giller. 
O’NEILL, 
R. R. Dickson. 
PENDER. 
Curtis L. Day. 
PLATTSMOUTH. 
M. Archer. 
D. O. Dwyer. 
RUSHVILLE. 
Judge W. H. West- 
over. 
SCOTTSBLUFF. 
Chas. C. McElroy. 
. L. Raymond. 
SIDNEY. 
J. L. McIntosh. 
TEKAMAH. 
James A. Clark, 
WALTHILL. 
Cecil R. Baughn. 
YORK. 
1 Geo. M. Spurlock. 
4 
NEVADA. 
gr rrr i. Ld fie 


DAYTON 
Baker ‘& Miller. 





GOLDFIELD. 
L. Foley. 
John F. Kunz. 
PIOCHE. 
Chas. Lee Horsey. 
RENO. , 
J. M. Frame. 

Frank tu King. - i 
TONOPA . 
Mark Re Averill. - 
Bartlett & Thatcher. 

P. E. Keeler. 
Morris & McCarran. 


NEW HAMPSHIRE, ’ 


BERLIN. 
Rich & Marble. 
CONCORD. 
Hugh Moore. 
R. . Walker. 


GORHAM. 
Rich & Marble. 
MANCHESTER. 
Burnham, Brown, 
Jones & Warren. 
M. Guilbeault, 
Nelson Leach. 
R. J. Peaslee. 
D. A. Taggart. 
NASHUA. 
Geo. W. Clyde. 
H. P. Greeley. 
WHITEFIELD. 
E. M. Bowker. 


NEW JERSEY. 


ATLANTIC CITY. 
Isaac H. Nutter. 
Louis A. Repetto. 


BRIDGETON. 
Walter H. Bacon. 
CAMDEN 
Powel: K. Martin. 
HOBOKEN. 
Wm. S. Stuhr. 
JERSEY CITY 
Collins & Corbin. 


NEWARK. 
John R. Emery. 
-Col. E. L._ Price. 
Philemon Woodruff. 
PLAINFIELD. 
Edward Q. Keasbey. 
SOMMERVILLE. 
Frederick A. Pope. 
WHITEFIELD. 
E. M. Bowker. 


NEW MEXICO. 


ALAMOGORDO. 

Byron Sher ROU E 
ALSUQUEe E. 

F. Clancy. 

oO. N. * Marron, 

H. F. Barnes, 
ane. 

x4 Geanthoms. 

Toh W. Armstrong. 

CARRIZOZO. 


T 6 
4 L. Bickley. 


ELL. 
D. W. Elliott. 
SANTA FE. 
T. B. Catron. 
SILVER CITY. 
F. W. Vellacott. 
Percy bike =~ 
Frank J. Wright. 


NEW YORK. 


BROOKLYN. 
Mortimer L. 
Hinchman. 
Harry Ruttger. 
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BUFFAIA. 
Adelbert Moot. 


CANANDAIGUA. 
L. C. Hall. 


DUNKIRK. 
Elton D. Warner. 
ELMIRA. 
Alexander C. 
Eustace. 
FALCONER. 
Edson & Crosby. 
GREENWICH. 
Wm. C. Maynard. 
ITHACA. 
Fitch H. Stephens. 
MINEOLA, 
Eugene W. Denton. 
ee 
H. F. Seeger. 
saline YORK CITY. 
K. R. Babbitt. 
Baggott & Ryall. 
Henry K. Davis. 


Hon. D. M. Delmas. 


Melville Egleston. 
Walter H. 
Liebmann. 
Arthur L. Liver- 
more. 
ROCHESTER. 
William Carey. 
SYRACUSE. 
D. A. Pierce. 


NORTH CAROLINA. 


ALBEMARLE. 


J. M. Brown & Son. 


A. C. Huneycutt. 
APEX. 

Percy J. Olive. 
ASHEBORO. 

Wm. C. Hammer. 
ASHEVILLE. 

Louis M. Bourne. 

J. C. Martin. 

Geo S. Reynolds, 

J. Scroop Styles. 

Fred W. Thomas. 
BESSEMER CITY. 

Cc. E. Whitney. 
CHARLOTTE. 

J. F. Flowers. 

J. F. Saunders. 
FAIRMONT. 

James L. Telfair. 
FAYETTEVILLE. 

R. H. Dye. 
GRAHAM. 

J. S. Cook. 

REENSBORO. 

Robert M. Douglas. 

N. L. Eure. 

Robert R. King. 

Thomson & Hoyle. 
GREENVILLE. 

Prof. Chas. R. 

Coward. 

HILLSBORO. 

Frank Nash. 
KINSTON. 

G. V. Cowper. 

G. G. Moore. 
RALEIGH. 

Murray Allen. 

hk. H. Bradley. 

Douglass & Sykes. 

John FE. Hinsdale. 
ROCHA A. 

A. 8S. Dockery. 
ROCKY MOUNT. 


Frank A. Hampton. 


SATISBURY. 
Burton Craige.* 
James H. Horah. 

TARBORO. 

Jas. R. Gaskill. 





heb te wg 
A. D. MacLean. 


WAYNESVILLE. 
W. J. Hannah. 


WHITEVILLE. 
J. R. Williamson. 
WILMINGTON. 
K. C. Ludwig. 
WILSON. 
F. S. Hassell. 
hed wags kay 7 SALEM. 
R. Bridgers. 
fl M. Swink. 
B. C. Tavis. 
i. 
F. W. Hanes. 


NORTH DAKOTA, 


ALEXANDER. 
Robert Norheim. 
AMBROSE. 
T. G. Austinson. 
Baker & Brace. 
BISMARCK. 
Geo. W. Newton. 


BOTTENEAU. 
E. C. Bowen. 
BOWBELLS. 
Geo. H. Gijersten. 
CROSBY. 
. Geo. Cudhie. 
DEVILS LAKE. 
John J. Samson. 
ae 
H. P. Wingerd. 
FARGO. 
W. R. Barnett. 
Arthur W. Cupler. 
A. T. Cole. 
Jno. D. Farrand. 
Aubrev Lawrence. 
Augustus Roberts. 
oe 
Woodward. 
ae _e.. BURKE 


B. Nelson. 
GRAND FORKS 

Geo. A. Bangs. 

T. R. Bangs. 

Rronson & Chance. 

Chas. C. McMullen. 
HATTON.’ 

Chas. A. Lyche. 
JAMESTOWN. 

John Knauf. 

James A. Murvhy. 

Osear J. Seiler. 
KENMARE. 

Gray & Gray. 
LANGDON. 

Joseph Cleary. 

J. G. Johnson. 

Geo. M. Price. 
LINTON, 

E r 


co. 


Forest S. Thomas. 
MINOT. 

Greenleaf & 

Leighton. 

MOHALL. 

Perey S. Crews. 
PEMRINA. 

H. B. Spiller. 
RUGBY. 

L. N. Torson. 
STANLEY. 

E. W. Burke. 
STEEL. 

J. F. Smith. 





VALLEY CITY. 
— S. Lind- 


and. 
H. Winterer. 
WAHPETON. 
W. S. Lauder. 
WILLISTON. 
Aaron J. Bessie. 
Greenleaf & Fisk. 
John J. Murphy. 
YORK. 
J. E. McCarthy. 


OHIO. 


BRYAN. 
Charles E. Scott. 
CANTON. 
Oscar M. Abt. 
Lynch & Day. 
CINCINNATI. 
Henry Baer. 
Hoffman, Bode & 
Le Blond. 
Bureh & Johnson. 
Louis J. Dolle. 
A. A. Ferris. 
A. L. Herrlinger. 
Thornton M. 
Hinkle. 
Louis J. Hoppe. 
Hosea & Knight. 
Johnson & Levy. 
Mackoy & Mackoy. 
E. C. Pyle. 
Ernst Rehm. 
Hon. C. D. 
Robertson. 
Hon. Jacob 
Schroder. 
G. A. Shrague. 
E. W. Strong. 
James B. Swing. 
CLEVELAND. 
Brady & Dowling. 
T. H. Bushnell. 
F. E. Dellenbaugh. 
John W. Hannon. 


E. L. Hessenmueller. 


F. A. Hruska. 

Cc. A. Judson. 

W. C. Rogers. 

H. G. Schaibly. 

Squire, Sanders & 
Dempsey. 

Francis J. Wing. 

COLUMBUS. 

Arnold. Morton 

& Irvine. 


DAYTON. 

Frank S. Breene. 

John W. Kreitzer. 
ELYRIA. 

D. J. Nye. 
FINDLAY. 

F. E. Hurley. 
HAMILTON. 

Edgar A. Belden. 
IRONTON. 

A. R. Johnson. 
LANCASTER. 

John G. Reeves. 
LIMA. 

D. J. Cable. 
LONDON. 

R. H. McCloud. 
MARIETTA. 

Cc. T. O'Neill. 
a /? 

G. E. Mouser. 
NORWALK. 

Ohio Law Bulletin. 
OTTAWA. 

Bailey & Leasure. 
RAVENNA 

W. JZ. Beckley. 
SIDNEY. 

Chas. C. Marshall. 





ee ye oy 
c. S. Olinger. 
W. M. Rockel. 
TOLEDO. 
J. Q. Adams. 
Louis Bartlett. 
O. S. Brumback. 
P. J. Chase. 
Fell & Schaal. 
Ralph I. Holbrook. 
Jno. A. Krance. 
Southard & South- 
ard. 
YOUNGSTOWN. 
Geo. F. Arrell. 
Theodore A. 
Johnson. 


OKLAHOMA, 


ADA. 
B. H. Epperson. 


AFTON. 
Mason & Bland. 
ALTUS. 
Guy P. Horton. 
APACHE 
Robt. W. Godbey. 
ARDMORE. 
J. B. Champion. 
R. A. Howard. 
M. F. Winfrey. 
Davis, Freeman & 
Anderton. 
Potter, Bowman 
& Potter. 
ATOKA. 

W. S. Farmer. 
Humphreys & 
Ashcroft. 

J. G. Ralls. 

Cc. B. Weeks. 
BARTLESVILLE. 
W. D. Cope. 

B. B. Foster. 
Tom George. 

Saml. G. Magee. 
BIXBY. 

L. H. Taylor. 
BLACKWELL. 

John S. Burger. 

W. C. Teterick. 
BOYNTON. 

R. E. Grason. 
BROKEN ARROW. 
J. S. Severson. 

CHECOTAH. 
D. Gross. 
J. B. Lucus. 
CHEROKEE. 
W. L. Owen. 


CHICKASHA. 
Chas. M. 
Fechheimer. 
Thos. J. O'Neil. 
F. E. Riddle. 
J. H. Venable. 
Welborne & 
McCalla, 
CLAREMORE. 
H. Jennings. 
COWETA. - 
W. A. Brigham. 
DUNCAN. 
Robert Burns. 
DURANT. 
J. M. Crook. 
J. Q. A. Harrod. 
Hatchett & 
Ferguson. 
D. A. Richardson. 
W. E. Utterback. 
ENID. 
H. Blasdell. 
c. P. Fillebrown. 
Cc. H. Parker. 
J. C. Robberts 


W. S. Whittinghill. 


EUFAULA. 
John R. McBeth. 
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FORT_ GIBSON. 
E. Ortman, 


FREDERICK. 
Ahern, Dial & 
McDaniel. 

GEARY. 
Johnson &, 
Wishard, 
GUTHRIE. 
Jno. F. Andersen, 
Brown & Brown. 
B. F. Garrett. 
J. L. Grantham, 
a W. Green. 


Adelbert Hughes. 
Thos. G. Jones. 
M. J. Kane. 
F. H. McGuire. 
B. A. Mintonye. 
Remy & Hegem. 
E. I. Saddler. 
Chas. West. 
GROVE. 
Ad. V. Coppage. 
HENNESSEY. 
Lee M. Gray. 
HOBART. 
Hon. Jas. R. Tolbert. 
te to 
Wse . - 
} Erle Re 
Walker, McCawley 
& Hurst. 
HUGO. 
T. O. Nelson. 
Geo. W. Richardson, 
Gaylord R. Wilcox. 
Willis & Works. 
INDIAHOMA. 
W. E. Billups. 
KIEFER. 
J. B. Robinson. 
KINGFISHER. 
~~ Bradley, Jr. 
a A Cunningham, 
Tyler & Lewis. 
KIOWA. 
J. M. Johnson. 
LAHOMA., 
Arthur A. Stull. 
LAWTON. 
Chas. C. Black. 
Alvin Campbell. 
Ss. M. Saesnenam, 
Louis Davis. 
H. W. Hanna, 
Amil 4 Japp. 
L. P. Ross. 
LEHIGH. 
Cc. E. B. Cutler. 


McALESTER. 
G. L. Andrews. 
T. Dick Davis. 
Benedict Elder. 
Geo. Fitzpatrick. 
S. Guerrier. 
Lester & Hammond. 


Robert. H. Tarter. 


MADILL. 
F. E. Kennamer. 


MUSKOGEE. 
Percival Adams. 
De Roos Bailey. 


Ralph E. Campbell. 
Irwin Donovan. 

N. A. Gibson. 

W. D. Halfhill. 
Hart & O'Hare. 
Archie V. Jones. 
Cornelius J. Jones. 
Charles B. Law. 

J. H. Lilley. 

D. C. Morrison. 





MUSKOGEE. 
Gordon J. Murray. 
A. S. McRea, 

N. B. Maxey. 
John B. Meserve. 
Cc. A. Kvello. 
D. H. Morgan. 
Kenncth §. 
Murchison. 
oe S. Ramsey. 
R. Taylor. 
Wv. H. Twine. 
H. T. Walker.. 
John Watkins. 
NORMAN. 


J. D. Grigsby 


Ben. F. William, Jr. 


OKEMAH. 
J. C. Wright. 
OKLAHOMA CITY. 


S. T. Bledsoe. 

T. S. E. Brown. 
Burwell, Crockett 
Johnson. 
Fred. S. Caldwell. 

J. M. Dodson. 

A. T. Earlev. 
Elwood & Brasted. 
M. Fulton. 

Ernest L. Green. 
H. C. Hammonds. 
8. J. Holliday. 
ee & Muster. 

D. F. Jennings. 
¥ W. Johnson. 
oe & Kelley. 

A. Kleinschmidt. 
ir A. Kroeger. 
W. A. Ledbetter. 
Maupin & Maupin. 
Le Roy Paddock. 
J. H. Ready. 


wy eo E. 4 ey 


S. Ross. 

x R. Spielman. 
R. Taylor. 
Taylor & Lynch. 
Ed. S. Vaught. 

D. B. Welty. 
OKMULGEE. 
Mark L. Bozarth. 
B. T. Buchanan. 
J. A. Calloway. 
Thomas J. Farrar. 
P. L. Garrett. 
Chas. L. Phelps. 
Stanford & Bucker. 
Orlande Swain. 
PAWHUSKA. 
H. C Hargis. 
E. E. Grinstead. 
Preston A. Shinn. 
R. P. White. 


PAULS VALLEY. 

John M. Stanley. 
PERRY. 

Henry S. Johnson. 

H. A. Smith 
POTEAU. 

Malcolm E. Rosser. 

R. P. White. 
PRYOR. 

B. Kirkpatrick. 
PRYOR CREEK. 

A. L. Battinfield. 
PURCELL. 

J. W. Hocker. 
RYAN. 

Cc. E. Davis. 
SAPULPA. 

Decker & Decker. 

W. G. Fairchild. 

E, A. Runyan. 

R. B. Thompson. 
SHAWNEE. 

P. O. Cassidy. 

Stanard & Wahl. 
SHATTUCK. 

W. B. Thompson. 
STIGLER. 

Joseph W. Foster. 





STILWELL. 
-y Fa Ivey. 
Y. Nance. 
i ‘Winsor. 
SULPHUR. 
Geo. M. Nicholson. 
TAHLEQUAH. 
Hon. J. T. Park. 
TECUMSEH. 
Frederick King. 
TULSA. 
Aby & Tucker. 
W. S. Barrett. 
Harry Campbeli. 
Carroll & Walker. 
F. O. Cayitt. 
R. Clark. 
I. Freeman. 
G. L. Harnage. 
E. E. Harvey. 
M. Hughes. 


Leed & Martindale. 


Carl. C. Magee. 
Patrick M. Malloy. 


Randolph & Haver. 


Cc. B. Rogers. 
Thos. White. 
D. H. Wilson. 
Cc. J. Wrightsman. 


VINITA, 
Addis A. Brown. 
Anselan cenenen. 
E. J. Hobdy. 
W. H. Kornegay. 
Paul F. Mackey. 


W. M. Simms. 


WAGONER. 

Leon B. Fant. 

J. W. Selp. 

J. L. Spousler. 
bt yg 

J. O. 

J. Seas , 
WOODWARD. 

D. P. Marum. 

Sherman M. Smith. 

Charles Swindall. 


OREGON. 


BAKER CITY. 
Jos. J. Heilner. 
Cc. A. Johns. 


CANYON CITY. 


Cattanach & Wood. 
Leedy & Patterson. 


COQUILLE, COOS CO. 


Cc. R. Barrow. 
CORVALLIS. 

J. F. Yates. 
ELGIN. 

L. Denham. 
ENTERPRISE. 

J. A. Burleigh. 
EUGENE. 

A. C. Woodcock. 
GRANTS PASS. 
W. C. Hale. 

LA GRANDE. 


Colon R. Eberhard. 


OREGON CITY. 
G. C. Brownell. 


Joseph E. Hedges. 
Cc. D. & D.C. 


Latourette. 


PENDELTON. 
Winter Collier. 

PORTLAND. 
Beach & Simon. 
W. L. Boise. 
J. F Boothe. 
W. C. Bristol. 
W. W. Cotton. 
Wm. Foley. 





PORTLAND. 
Thos. G. Greene. 
5 > age Langguth. 
Joh “J aaa 
Geo. P Lent 
Newton eteGor- 
T. B. McDe Jr. 


Ww. #,,. erry rry. 
Wm. Muir. 
Chester < Murphy. 


ea 
Sanderson Reed. 
Wm. Re 


McCants Stewart. 

B. D. Townsend. 

Hon, Lionel R. 

Webster. 

F. H. Whitfield. 

R. W. Wilbur. 
ROSEBURG. 

J. O. Watson. 
SALEM. 

P. H. D’Arcy. 
TILLAMOOK. 

H. T. Botts. 

Webster Holmes. 
VALE. 

Wheeler & Hurley. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 


CLEARFIELD. 
Hon. Singleton Bell. 
DANVILLE. 
James Scarlet. 
FRANKLIN. 
J. H. Osmer. 
NEW CASTLE. 
J. Norman Martin. 
PHILADELPHIA. 
Wm. A. Gretzinger. 
John E. Kenny. 
Louis P. Kooken. 
W. W. Smithers. 
Axel Teisen. 


PITTSBURG. 


McF. Carpenter. 
Waterson & Reid. 


ORK. 
" N. Sargent Ross. 


RHODE ISLAND. 


PROVIDENCE. 
Barney & e. 
Geo. T. Brown. 


& Cahill. 
pm c. Collins, Jn. 


WESTERLY 
Nathan B. Lewis. 


NSOCKET. 
Wyonn J. Heffernan. 
r : 


SOUTH CAROLINA. 


‘AIKEN. 

Herbert E. Gyles. 
ANDERSON. 

B. F. Martin. 
BAMBERG. 

J. F. Carter. 

H. M. a 
BARNWE 

James H. wills. 
BENNETTSVILLE. 

McCall & McCall. 
CHARLESTON. 

Logan Is Grace. 

Henry A. M. Smith. 
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COLUMBIA. 
Barron, Moore 
& Barron. 


Barnard B. Evans. 


W. Boyd Evans. 
Lyles & Lyles. 
Nelson & Nelson. 
W. P. Tillinghast. 


DARLINGTON. 
Robert Macfarlan. 
J. Monroe Spears. 


EDGEFIELD. 


~ Wm. Thurmond. 


FLORENCE. 

D. Gordon Baker. 

W. F. Clayton. 

Wilcox & Wilcox. 
GREENVILE 

H. J. Haynsworth, 

J. Robt. Martin. 

Wm. G. Sirrine. 
as ENWOOD. 

T. C. Turner, Jr. 
HARTSVILLE. 

Frank A. Miller. 
MANNING. 

Charlton Du Rant. 
ST. GEORGE. 

Chas. B. Webb, 

Walker §. Utsey. 
SALUDA, 

Cc. J. Ramage. 
SPARTANBURG. 

Horace L. Bomar. 
SUMTER. 

M. J. Frederick. 

Haynsworth & 

Haynsworth. 
WINNSBORO. 

Horace C. Taylor. 


SOUTH DAKOTA 
ABERDEEN. 


Amos N. Goodman. 


Taubman & 
Williamson. 
BELLE FOURCHE. 
A. H. Maxwell. 
CLARK. 

Oliver H. Ames. 
DALLAS. 

Geo. A. Jeffers. 
DEADWOOD. 

John R. Russell, 
DELL RAPIDS. 

+ R. Krause. 
FAIRFAX. 

Charles A. Davis. 
GEDES. 

J. E. Tipton. 
HURON. 

A. K. Gardner. 
JAVA. 

Carl F. Clement. 
LEAD. 

Chambers Kellar. 
MADISON. 

J. H. Williamson. 
MILBANK. 

Thomas L. Bouck, 
PIERRE. 


Charles E. DeLand. 


RAPID CITY. 
Frank D. Bangs. 
Chas. W. Brown. 
Charles J. Buell. 
H. E. Edwards. 
J. D. C. Thomas. 

REDFIELD 
W. F. Bruell. 

Ss. W. Clar'- 
Wm. Issenhuth. 
Cc. D. Sterling. 
waQUE FALLS. 
R. Aik 
| P. Bates. 
Martin Bergh. 





SISSETON. 
Howard Babcock. 
Thos. Mani. 

SUNNY FALLS. 

N. S. G. Cherry. 
bales age ov 

J. Gunderson. 
Sonn L. Jolly. 

WEBSTER. 

Sears & Potter. 


TENNESSEE. 


CHATTANOOGA. 
John O’Benson. 
M. H. Clift. 

S. M. Chambliss. 


Coleman & Frierson. 
Fleming & Shepherd. 


Geo. D. Lancaster. 
Joe. V. Wiliams. 
CLARKSVILLE. 
Savage & Fort. 
COLUMBIA. 
J. . Dinning. 
COOKEVILE 

D. L. Lansden. 
DYERSBURG. 

R. C. Cochran. 
FRANKLIN. 
D. E. McCorkle. 
ne 
. N. Beasley., 

KNOXV ILLE. 

H. N. Cate. 


Lewis M. 

John W. Green. 

Norman B. Morrell. 

D. W. Perkins. 

Pickle, Turner & 
Kenner!v. 


Karl Ed. Steinmetz. 


Jas. B Wright. 
LA FOLLETTE. 
JT. N. Russell. 
LEWISBURG. 
™ Smithson. 
MFIMPHIS 
Geo. G. Alban. 


Ranks & Harrelson. 


Bates & 
Monteverde 
Biges & Fvans. 
R. Boyd. 

R Cc. Rrown 

A. S. Buchanan. 
T. L. Campbell 
JT. W. Canada. 
Paul Chambers 
Walter C. Chandler. 
R. P. Cary. 

S. L. Cockroft. 

Z. N. Fstes. 

G. T. Fittzhuch. 
Rowan A. Greer. 
M. R. Harwood. 


My = McDonald. 
. FE. Maiden. 
F. Manogue. 
. W. Metcalf. ° 
A. H. Murray. 
erey & Hughes, 
R. H. Prescott. 
B. W. Richards. 
Thos. M. Scruggs. 
Flovd Turley. 
Wrieht & Wright. 
F. Zimmerman. 
MILAN. 
. P. Rhodes. 
MU agen. 
Z. Cason. 
NASHY ILLE. 
G. F. Anderson. 
Sloss D. Baxter. 
R. B. C. Howell. 
R. L. Mayfield. 
W. D. Covington. 
Lawrence & Son. 
FE. L. MeNeilly. 
Nolen & Slemons. 





NASHVILLE. 
J. N. Pendleton. 
Edward J. Smith. 
R. T. Smith. 
Claude Waller. 
SELMER. 
H. P. Wood. 


UNION CITY 
Lannon & Stanfield. 
W. H. Swiggart. 
WINCHESTER. 
zeo. E. Banks. 
Crownover & 
Crabtree. 


TEXAS, 


AMARILLO. 

Cc. B. Reeder. 

J. H. Synnott. 

Thos. F. Turner. 
ANSON. 

Jas. P. Stinson. 
AUGUSTA. 

Porter Newman. 
AUSTIN. 

D. W. Doom. 

J. L. Peeler. 

Chas. R. Russell. 
BATESVILLE. 

Geo. C. Herman. 
BEAUMONT. 


George D. Anderson. 


Thos. N. Hill. 

Hon. W. H. Pope. 
BEEVILLE. 

J. C. Dougherty. 
BELTON. 


Arthur M. Monteith. 


BIG SANDY. 
I. D. Fowler. 
J. P. Hart. 
eS... 


. Spencer. 
BUFFALO 
Jno. A. Newsom. 
CHILLICOTHE. 
Elbert S. Kruse. 
arg” sag CHRISTI. 
H. E. Kramer. 
CORSICANA 
L. B. Cobb. 
Woods & Kerr. 
DALLAS. 


Burgess & Burgess. 


7. Ee Camp. 
L. T. Carpenter. 
Cocke & Cocke. 
F. M. Etheridge. 
M. R. Ferguson. 
Victor H. Hexter. 
A. J. McCauley. 
Harry T. Lawther. 
Hiram F. Lively. 
Lively, Nelms & 
Adams. 
Meador & Davis. 
D. H. Morrow. 
Muse & Allen. 
J. C. Patton. 
H. W. Peck. 
Nelson Phillips. 
George A. 
Robertson. 
’. F. Short. 
Wm. Thompson. 
Walker & Williams. 
Albert W. Webb. 
A. S. Wells. 
Whitehurst & 
Whitehurst. 
Wiley & Baskett. 
Louis Wilson. 
DECATUR. 
Ratliff and Ratliff. 
DENISON. 
A. G. Barnes. 
H .H. Cummins. 
J. H. Randell. 
DENTON. 
J. W. Sullivan. 





Bowden. 

y M. Brown. 

’. Bridgers. 
Thomas M. Jones. 
Moore & Moore. 
Joseph M. Nealon. 
Turney & Burgess. 

FORT WORTH. 
Pete Arnold. 
Baskin, Dodge & 
Baskin. 

Cc. K. Bell. 

James Gilford 
Browning. 
Capps & Canty. 
H. M. Chapman. 
—— H. Eaton. 
A. Henderson. 

W. D. House. 
Ray Hunter. 
H. C. MecCart. 
T. W. McCoulsky. 
Geo. Q. McGown. 
W. P. McLean. 
Meador, D 
& Dedmon, 
Mothershead 
& Rector. 
R. M. Rowland. 
Marshall Spoonts. 
James N. Wilkerson. 
W. W. Wilkinson. 
I. A. Wynn. 
V. K. Wedgeworth. 
John W. Wray. 
GALVESTON. ; 
Harris & Harris. 
M. E. Kleberg. 
Mart H. Royston. 
James B. & 
Charles J. Stubbs. 
John T. Wheeler. 
a L. 
. F. Goodrich. 
HEREFORD. 
W. H. Russell. 
HOUSTON. 
Baker, Botts, Parker 
& Garwood. 
J. S. Ballard Lib. 
J. B. Brockman. 
M. H. Broyles. 
H. J. Dannenbaum. 
Ewing & Ring. 
Ford, Crawford 
& Ford. 
J. M. Gibson. 
Harris & Harris. 
Hogg, Gill & Jones. 
Anselm H. Jayne. 
Oo. Cc. Millard. 
E. B. Mentz. 
L. B. Moody. 
Jno. W. Parker. 
JACKSBORO 
Thos. TD. Sporer. 
KAUFMAN. 
Jed. C. Adams. 
LIV INGSTON. 
Hill & Hill. 
LUFKIN. 
Ss. H. Townsend. 
MARSHALL. 
M. B. Parchman. 


PALESTINPF. 
P. W. Brown. 
PECOS. 
T. J. Hefner. 
McKenzie & Brady. 
SAN ANGELO. 
Cc. E. Dubois. 
SAN ANTONIO. 
Robert L. Ball. 
R. A. Campbell. 
Charles Dittmar. 
Thos. H. Franklin. 
Yale Hicks. 
R. P. Ingrum. 
J. Murray. 
Shook & 
Vanderhoeven. 
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A. B. Storey. 

Mason Williams. 
ony MARCOS. 

ill G. Barber. 

oun 

Jos. L. Cobb. 
SOUTH HOUSTON. 

A. E. Dawes. 
ae we sae 

B. Cook. 
Sw EET W ATER. 

Harry R. Bondies. 
TEXARKANA. 


Thomas N. Graham. 


Hillman. 
. Rodgers. 


J. W. 


3 M. Sleeper. 
WHARTON. 
H. A. Cline. 


UTAH. 


LOGAN. 

J. C. Walters. 
MILFORD. 

Geo. B. Greenwood. 


Charles R. 
Hollingsworth. 

S. A. Maginnis. 
PRICE. 

Cc. C. MecWhinney. 
SALT LAKE CITY. 

Everard Bierer, Jr. 

Booth & Lee. 


E. B. Critchlow. 
Chas. C. Dey. 
Frank J. Gustin, 
H. R. Macmillan. 
Hon. Thos. 
Marioneaux. 
C. W. Morse. 
Allen T. Sanford. 
J. D. Skeen. 
Benner X. Smith. 


Waldemar Van Cott. 


Weber & Olson. 
Whittemore & 
Cherrington. 
TOOTHE. 
Wm. S. Marks. 
VERNAL. 


Thos. W. O’Donnell. 


VERMONT. 
BARRE. 


S. Hollister Jackson. 


BELLOWS FALLS 
Almon I. Bolles. 
Cc. H. Williams. 
BETHEL 
Wallace Batchelder, 
BURLINGTON. 
Claude D. Graton. 
ELSBA. 


- Geo. L. Stow. 
YCOCK. 


Hon. W. 
JOHNSON 
Ww. Tr racy. 


E. 
MIDDLEBURY. 


oO. Taylor. 


John H. Senter. 
EUTLAND. 

John S. Buttles. 
ST JOHNSBURY. 

Harry Blodgett. 
VERGENNES. 

F. L. Fish. 





VIRGINIA. 


ae 
a 
BIG STONE.-C 
A. Ayer 
CHARLORTESVILLE. 
Daniel Harman. 
CLINTWOOD. 
M. L. Senter. 


John §S. “Barbour, 


a a POINT. 


Cyrus H. Smithdeal. 


NEWPORT NEWS. 
Bassett & Walker. 
W. B. Colonna. 
E. S. Robinson, 

NORFOLK. 

J. Eugene Diggs. 
T. Catesby Jones. 
Stanley Scott. 

Thos. W. Shelton. 

PORTSMOUTH. 
G..W. Coleman. 

RICHMOND. 

George Ainslie. 
Albert O. Boschen. 
George Bryan. 

J. Thomas Hewin. 
A. W. Patterson. 
Wm. L. Royall. 

E. R. Williams. 
Jennings C. Wise. 

ROANOKE. 

Cc. A. McHugh. 
Penn 4 Cocke. 

SUFFOL 

James Tt Corbitt. 


WASHINGTON, 


BELLINGHAM. 
Henry C. Beach. 
Waters ‘* Downer. 

CHEWEL 
E. D. erate, 

DAVENPORT. 


Coleman & 
Fogarty. 
John B. Johnston. 
P. E. Padgetts. 
KALAMA. 


Humphrey & Cole. 
LEAVENWORTH. 

E. H. Fox. 
MONTESANO. 

W. H. Abel. 
NORTH YAKIMA. 

Ira P. Englehart. 
OLYMPIA. 

Thomas M. Vance. 
PORT ANGELES. 


Geo. Venable Smith. 


rors TOWNSEND. 


REPUBLIC. 
Chas. P. Bennett. 
SEATTLE. 
Geo. F. Aust. 
Edward Brady. 
_—_ M. Carkeok. 
P. P. Carroll. 
John T. Condon. 
Chas. J. Dobbs. 
H. T. Granger. 
James A. Haight. 
H. A. Hastings. 
James B. Howe. 





SEATTLE. 
Jenner * — 
John S. Jury. 
J. eaein Keyes. 
Fred. H. Lysons. 


Thos. B. MacMahon. 
McClure & McClure. 


Heber McHugh. 
J. E. Martinson. 
Chas. F. Munday. 
R. D. — 
T. D. Pa 
Fred H. Tohereen. 
Z. B. Rawson. 
Ralph Simon. 
SNOHOMISH. 
. McGuinness. 
END. 


John M. Bunn. 
Oscar Cain. 
F. W. Dewart. 
Hoyt & Dirks. 
J. B. Lindsley. 
MeWilliams & 
McWilliams. 
P. C. Shine. 


oe & Geraghty. 


TACOM. 
Jas. or Ashton. 
Chas. Bedford. 
F. S. Blattner. 
Ellis & Fletcher. 
Hudson & Holt. 
M. A. Langhorne. 
S. F. McAnally. 
Raymond J. 
McMillan. 
M. Mulligan. 
J. W. A. Nichols. 
H. F. Norris. 
Wm. H. Pratt. 
TEKOA 
E. A. Williams. 
WALLA WALLA. 
H. Dunphy. 
Timothy A. Paul. 
John H. Pedigo. 
Allen H. Reynolds. 
F. B. Sharpstein. 
John F. Watson. 
WENATCHIE. 
Reeves & Reeves. 


WEST VIRGINIA. 


BLUEFIELD. 
John Kee. 

tg N. 
Wm. S. 


Chilton, McCorkle 
& Chilto 
Hon. Wm. M. oO. 
Dawson. 
J. C. Gilmer. 
Mollohan, McClintic 
& Matthews. 
J. H. Nash. 
T. G. Nutter. 
Price, Smith, 
Spilman & Clay. 
Joseph Ruffner. 
Simms, Enslow 
& Alderson. 
M. z- Bangg 
Cc. Van Fleet. 
ELIZABETH 
L. D. Areher. 
ELKINS. 
W. B. Maxwell. 
FAIRMONT. 
W. Scott. 
FALLING SPRINGS. 
T. W. Ayres. 
FRANKFORD. 
W. L. Kershner, 
GLEN JEAN. 
Robert Essex. 
GRANTSVILLE. 
D. E. peter. 
GRAFTO 
John i Hechmer. 





NTINGTON. 

. L. Blackwood. 
W. K. Cowden. 
Wyatt & Graham. 
Marcum, — 

& Shep 
Enslow, Petepatrick 

Baker. 
Cc. S. Welch. 


KEYSER 

J. K. Staggers. 
LEWISBURG. 

John W. Arbuckle. 
MARLINTON. 

L. M. McClintie. 
MORGANTOWN. 


E. D. 
PARKPRSBURG. 
wm. yas 
Hon. G. McClure. 
F. ‘H. gee 
W. N. Miller. 
P H.. Moroney. 
Van Winkle & 
Ambler. 
PINEVILLE. 
James H. ‘Gilmore. 
J. M. Glenn. 
Thos. H. Scott. 
POINT PLEASANT. 
Hon. Wm.. A. 
Parsons. 
Somerville & 
So.uerville. 
S. Spencer. 


n 


Hu . 
SPRINGFIELD. 

W. F. Singhass. 
WESTON. 

Robert L. Bland. 
WHEELING. 

R. M. Addleman. 

G. R. C. Allen 

Geo. R. E “Gilchrist 

W. E. Kru 

McCamic ra Parks. 

Cc. E. Morris. 

A. J. Porter. 
WILLIAMSON. 

John J. Hamrick. 

Hubert Quesinberry. 


WISCONSIN. 


BERLIN. 
Perry Niskern. 
—_ CLATRE. 
H. Frawley. 
GRAND RAPIDS. 
Goggins & Brazeau. 
HUDSON. 
Baker & Haven. 
JANESVILLE. 
John Cunningham. 
Cc. W. Reeder. 
KENOSHA. 
Calvin Stewart. 
LA CROSSE 
Benj. F. Bryan. 
Geo. H. Gordon. 
Fred. H. Hartwell. 
J. E. Higbee. 
James Thompson. 
MADISON. 
J. R. Berryman. 
W. A. P. Morris. 
J. M. Olin. 
T. C. Richmond. 
MANITOWOC. 
Emil Baensch. 
MERRILL. 
R. B. Runke. 
MILWAUKEE. 
Alfred J. Cary. 
Jos. E. Cordes. 
Joseph B. Doe. 
Nathan Glicksman. 
G. R. Hoffman. 
R. B. Mallory. 
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MILWAUKEE. 
Chas. D. Mann. 
Glenway Maxon. 
Miller, Noyes 

& Miller. 
D. E. Mowry. 
N. B. Néelen. 
Nath. Pereles & 
Sons. 


Charles M. Scanlan. 

Van Dyke & Van 
Dyke & Carter. 

Morits Wittig, Jr. 


— 
J. C. Kerwin. 
NEIULSVILLE. 
F. Kountz. 
OStiKOSH. 
Bouck & Hilton. 
Hicks & Phillips. 
Jehn W. Hume. 
PORTAGE. 
Daniel H. Grady. 
William O. Kelm. 


Edw. H. Ryan. 
PRAIRIE DU CHIEN. 
Graves. 


Hon. W. R. 
RACINE, 

Wallace Ingalls. 

Palmer & Gittings. 
REEDSBURG. 

Ed. C. Gottry. 
RICE LAKE. 

James Robbins. 
SHEBOYGAN. 

Paul T. Kres. 

A. C. Prescott. 





SUPERIOR. 
Geo. C, Cooper. 
Solon L. Perrin. 
VIROQUA. 
Cc. W. Graves. 
WATERTOWN. 
Gustav Buchheit. 
John G. Conway. 
WAUKESHA. 
> Merton. 
H. Tichenor. 
WEST SUPERIOR. 
Crownhart & Foley. 
W. M. Steele. 


WYOMING, 


CASPER. 

Jno. B. Barnes, Jr. 

J. F. Gaskill. 
CHEYENNE. 

Gibson Clark. 

W. C. Kinkead. 
EVANSTON. 

Austin C. Sloar. 


FOREIGN 


ARGENTINE 
REPUBLIC. 


Hon. M. P. Daract. 


CEYLON. 


KANDY. 
R. W. Jenkiass. 





CUBA, 


HAVANA. 


Robt. E. Hollings- 
worth. 


HAWAII, 


HONOLULU. 
J. T. De Bolt. 


HAWAIIAN ISLANDS, 


HONOLULU. 
Thompson, Clemons 
& Wilder. 


INDIA. 
LAHORE. 
D. Chandhri. 


Ss. 
MADRAS 
J. K. Rau. 


JAPAN. 


YOKOHAMA. 
J. E. de Becker. 


ONTARIO, 


OTTAWA. 
M. J. Griffin. 
H. H. Bligh, K. C. 





TORONTO. 


James Bicknell, 
Henry O’Brien, 
a. ©. 


ISTHMUS OF 
PANAMA, 


CRISTOBAL. 
W. H. Carrington. 


PHILIPPINE 
ISLAND. 


MANIL 
Atty. :— Office. 
W. A. Kincaid. 
Gibbs & Gale. 
Hon. Charles §. 
Lobingier. 
Chas. H. Smith. 


PORTO RICO. 


PONCE. 
Francisco Para 
Capo. 
SAN JUAN. 
Jas. Anderson, Jr. 


CWSSE ASE, 


GENEV 
We me Avhayer. 











